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DIESEL POWER 


\ Ca \ _ || £ngineered Replacements for 
3 TRUCKS -TRACTORS - COACHES 


Now you can save on fuel (up to 60%) with 3, 4 and 6 cylinder GMC-Diesel 
engines—engineered and installed by men who know Diesel best! Every day, 
GMC engineered Diesel replacement power units are making new records of 
savings in fuel and maintenance costs in many different makes of trucks, 
tractors and coaches. The GMC-Diesel reputation for performance is upheld 
by the experience of our Transportation Engineers who have been modernizing 
commercial equipment with the famous GMC gasoline power units for more 
than ten (10) years. When considering Diesel power for present equipment, be 
sure of these three points — correct application — engineered installation for 
commercial transportation — plus nationwide parts and service. Nowhere in 
the industry is there an equal of replacement engine experience coupled with 
nation-wide parts facilities and backed by a field organization specifically 
trained in Diesel maintenance in General Motors’ own Institute of Technology. 


The rugged two-cycle GMC-Diesel de- 
veloped by General Motors delivers 
greater horsepower per pound — or 
more payload per horsepower. Avail- 
able in 3, 4, and 6 cylinder models 
from 65 to 165 horsepower, GMC- 
Diesels provide the industry with a 
complete line of replacement power 
: ’ plants GMC engineered for installation 
4 i in most all makes. 
Transportation men know the importance of sus- 


tained lugging ability at slow speeds—remarkableac- 
celeration—smooth, smoke-free operation—and high 
braking resistance — characteristic of GMC Diesels. 


General Motors Truck & Coach 
Pontiac, Michigan 


Gentlemen: — 


Please send full information about GMC-Diesel re- 
placement engines for (Truck) operation. 
(Tractor) 
(Coach) 2-cycle principle—designed and built along gas engine lines—featuring 


ae individual unit injectors at each cylinder, eliminating high pressure fuel lines! 


iiinexsnpnincs GMC-Diesel Replacement Engines 
sienines — _ Available Through Any GMC Dealer 


GMC REPLACEMENT DIESELS 


Published weekly by THe Trarric Service Corp., 418 S. Market St., Chicago, Ill. Entered as 
second class matter January 1, 1913, at the postoffice at Chicago, Ill., under the Act of March 3, 1879. 
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—EXPORTERS— 


— IMPORTERS— 


THE MANY ADVANTAGES 
AT 


PORT HOUSTON 


ASSURE SATISFACTION 
FOR ALL SHIPPERS 


J. Russell Wait 


Director of the Port 


PROFIT PROMPTLY. FROM 


Important changes in nation-wide RAILWAY EXPRESS rates should bring big 
savings in shipping charges to your business. Reductions apply on shipments 
of 21 pounds or less regardless of distance shipped and on packages up to 50 
pounds to many destinations. 

All RAILWAY EXPRESS rates pay big dividends in time and convenience 
(even though charges for heavier shipments are slightly increased). Here 
is one, complete, top-speed shipping service for buyers, distributors, manu- 
facturers and merchants in all lines. Rates include receipts, $50 insurance, 
express train forwarding, and prompt pick-up and delivery without extra 
charge in all cities and principal towns. For complete details and for con- 
venient, nation-wide service, merely phone nearest RAILWAY EXPRESS office. 

Cash in on your share of the savings from these new express' rates today. 
Your local RAILWAY EXPRESS agent will be glad to show how they can be 
most effectively applied to your shipping problems. 

For super-speed use AIR EXPRESS — 2500 miles overnight! 


HALL! AS SDA Century of Service « «= 1939 Iiliiinniininininny 
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TO THE 


SAN FRANCISCO 
WORLD’S FAIR! 


Th RILL TO THE MILE-HIGH MOUNTAIN 7 AN =F 
MAJESTY OF COLORFUL ... 


LAKE LOUISE, EMERALD LAKE, COLUMBIA ICEFIELD HIGHWAY 











All Expense Tours 


BANFF SPRINGS HOTEL 










WRITE 


for itineraries and booklets to 


H. M. LEWIS, G. P. A. COLUMBIA ICEFIELD 
Minneapolis, Minn, ee 


Between the UNITED STATES and CANADA 


The Soo Line with its through service and direct connections with Canadian 
lines is in the best position to give expedited handling. It is also fully pre- 
pared to furnish helpful information as to rates of duty and the necessary 
export documents required. Ask your nearest Soo Line representative. 


LAKE LOUISE 
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In The Next Three Minutes YOU May Take 
| The Most IMPORTANT STEP of Your LIFE 


HE next few minutes may prove to be a vital turn- 
ing point in your life. 


During them, you may do something that hundreds 
of other traffic men already have done—something that 
has shown them the way to bigger jobs, better pay, real 
business success. 


That “something” 1s to send for all the facts about 
trafic management training—to discover for yourself 
how LaSalle traffic training may fit you (as it has so 
many others) for an executive position in your chosen 


field. 


Today, traffic opportunities are almost unlimited. 
Transportation is changing—expanding—finding count- 
less new ways to serve business. Swift streamlined 
trains, improved truck service and airlines, have speeded 
up freight schedules. New legislation, rates, regulations, 
competition—all have created important new problems 
that only trained men can solve. 





And because of these facts :you—already started in the 
field—have a marvelous opportunity to show your em- 
ployers how well you understand these problems, how 
you can save them money, delays, replacements, and 
loss of good will through a correct handling of traffic 
problems. 


Supervising the packing, marking, weighing and ship- 
ping of freight—auditing freight bills—preparing, pre- 
senting and collecting damage claims—choosing econom- 
ical containers—selecting money-saving and serviceable 
routes—tracing over-due shipments—securing more fa- 
vorable rates—advising on strategic distributing methods 
—these and dozens of other opportunities to show value 
to an employer are waiting the trained man. And LaSalle 
is waiting to train that man—you/ 


For it’s only a well-trained traffic man who can 
handle such duties well. And while you can learn some 
of the fundamentals from personal experience, you can- 
not learn to be an expert by picking up things as you go. 
Training—particularly LaSalle traffic training which has 
been built by traffic experts and is taught by traffic 
experts—alone will fit you for the top executive jobs 
in your field 


Are you one of the men content to drift? Or are you 
determined to get ahead—reach those top positions? 


If you are ambitious, LaSalle training by the Problem 
Method can quickly fit you to really go places. Even if 








you were given permission to work daily with an expert 
traffic executive, you could not surpass the thoroughness 
and comprehensiveness of the LaSalle trafic manage- 
ment training. For not one, but 175 traffic experts 
helped mould LaSalle’s training. And other experts teach 
it—keep it up-to-date—make it practical. 

Under the LaSalle Problem Method of training, every 
step you take is perfectly clear. There are no unexplained 
technicalities to bother you. Step by step you learn to 
meet problems, and solve them. The work is practical, 
vital, interesting. A minimum of theory is taught. 
maximum of practice is demanded. When you’re gradu- 
ated, you are fitted for a better position. 


Will you then get such a position? No one can guar- 
antee it, but hundreds have been promoted as a result 
of their LaSalle training. 


Find Out for Yourself—FREE! 


Let us send you—absolutely free—our 48-page free book 
which describes fully the opportunities in trafic manage- 
ment and LaSalle’s training that fits you for those 
opportunities. Don’t let these three minutes pass in vain 
—send now the convenient coupon below. This may be 
the turning point in your life! 


Send for this Free Booklet NOW! 


= yg st so eat a art coplanar a alate ac aaa Be de -” 







CORRESPONDENCE INSTITUTION 





| — Dept. 595-TR, ‘Chicago, I. : 


4 
Traffic managers everywhere know and endorse this 4 
training. Many of them are graduates from it. | 
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Switching freight cars on Chesapeake and Ohio Lines is done “the hard 





way —that is, by careful inching up and coupling with the least possible 


jolt. This is one of the many standard practices which protect 
shipments in transit. Chesapeake and Ohio representatives, located in all prin- 
cipal cities, stand ready to provide you with shipping 


service noted for safe delivery on schedule time. 


CHESAPEAKE ...2 Of. LINES 


CONTROLLED PERFORMANCE 
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Our Platform 


A revised system of transportation regulation based 
on modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork 
amendment of the old law to make it apply to new trans- 
port agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. 
Take the government out of the ocean and inland water- 
way transportation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

A scientific determination by competent and unbiased 
investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles are 
paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Equalization of regulation and treatment of the vari- 
ous agencies of transport and jurisdiction over all of them 
by the same body or coordinated bodies. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something 
by way of group operating economies to help themselves 
in their depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers 
in such economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of 
men, not only of good character and general ability, but 
with some special training in and knowledge of the mat- 
ters with which they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic 
man, for every business concern doing any considerable 
amount of shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic 
men that they must equip themselves to give the sort of 
service that will justify employing them. 





DISMISSAL COMPENSATION 


ONSIDERATION of the transportation problem 

is complicated and solution of it is made difficult 

by the apparent acquiescence by everybody concerned 
—labor, railroads, Congress, the administration, and 
the public—in the theory that employes discharged in 
the process of railroad consolidations should receive 
what is called “dismissal compensation,” thus destroy- 
ing the principal saving to be expected from consolida- 
tions and, therefore, the principal argument for it. 
Consolidation—except, perhaps, in isolated cases—is 
proposed only as a means of saving money in opera- 
tion; labor is the chief item in operating costs. If labor 
is to continue to be paid when discharged in the process 


of effecting economies, then the economies do not exist, 
except in comparatively small part and on the theory 
that, in the course of time, the number of discharged 
employes on the pay roll will be reduced and finally 
wiped out through the process of attrition. 

This question is related to the wider one of labor 
employment and compensation in general, the answer 
these days being affected by political and social con- 
siderations more or less unsound and the unwilling- 
ness of those vitally concerned to combat them. The 
statesmen in Washington—who are politicians—refuse 
to offend labor; the railroads, partly on account of awe 
inspired by this political atmosphere and partly on 
their own account—for fear of strikes—also bow to 
labor. That is the reason for high wages and working 
rules and agreements that permit many injustices, 
including millions of money for work not done, with 
no real and sustained effort to reduce the former and 
no effort whatever to amend the latter. 


But we desire to discuss for a moment, quite aside 
from the general question of high wages and feather- 
bed rules, the more specific matter of dismissal com- 
pensation. It is already provided for in the so-called 
“Washington agreement” between railroad management 
and its employes, and it is embodied in the proposed 
legislation pending in Congress. Nobody seems to 
question it. 

The question is, of course, why should labor, no 
longer needed when consolidations have been effected 
in the interest of operating economy, continue to be 
paid, and, if that policy prevails and is considered 
proper with respect to railroads, why should it not 
apply equally and be considered proper with respect to 
all industry? Obviously it does not and is not. It would 
seem that considerations of logic and justice have been 
obscured by the size of the railroad industry, the large 
number of men who might be thrown out of work 
through consolidations, and the consequent interest of 
labor and exertion of its power in this particular in- 
stance, though it does not seek to enforce the policy 
generally. 

Suppose two magazines, two newspapers, two gro- 
cery stores, two drug stores, or two any other kinds 
of business (not railroads) found themselves hard 
pressed financially and that they (the owners) could 
save themselves and continue doing business at a profit 
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if they consolidated. Suppose a large part of the sav- 
ing expected from such consolidation consisted in the 
fact that there would be fewer employes to be paid— 
fewer editors, reporters, printers, grocery clerks, soda 
“jerkers,” and prescription clerks. Would anybody 
say that the present staff of persons ought to be con- 
tinued on the pay roll any longer than was required 
by decency in “giving notice”? Nobody that we know 
of does say so and yet nearly everybody says so with 
respect to the railroads. The principle and the results 
are the same. 

It is no easy task to discharge an employe or even 
to cut his pay. A business man does not do it just for 
the fun of it. He is glad if his business thrives so that 
he needs more employes. He is glad to have employes 
that are worth more money. But, if his business does 
not warrant it, he cannot increase his force or even 
maintain the present one, or even, perhaps, pay his 
employes what they may be worth. 

Of course, there are abuses, but we are talking 
now of principles. Those who do not agree are those 
who scoff at the “profit motive” and whose ideas are 
based on the theory that business exists for the sake 
of the workers. Maybe that is the way things ought 
to be—maybe that is the way God would like them 
to be—but that is not the way they are. Men look 
forward to going into business for themselves and 
finally achieve their ambitions, driven by the profit 
motive. That is why men publish newspapers, manu- 
facture automobiles, practice medicine or law, or even 
enter the ministry or politics. 


There is such a thing, to be sure, as inordinate 
profit and another thing called grinding of employes. 
There is room for thought and study in working out 
the problem. There may be some solution other than 
that to be found in the processes of education in social 
justice, but it is not to be found in compelling a failing 
industry to pay men for doing nothing, nor in the con- 
tention by those men that the business exists for their 
benefit. The employer must recognize his obligation to 
his employes to pay them their proper share, but the 
employes, on their side, must recognize that the em- 
ployer is entitled to a return on his money—more, 
that, if he does not get it, he will go out of business 
and there will be no jobs—and that prosperity for 
business is as much to be selfishly desired by the 
workers as by the managers or owners. 

Our own idea is that, while employers should be 
compelled, as far as possible, to pay fair wages, and 
employes should likewise be compelled, as far as pos- 
sible, to give proper service for what they get, “‘secur- 
ity” for those unable to work or unable to find work 
should be a charge on the public at large and not on 
specific industries that can not employ these people. 
We believe the state should furnish work, at fair com- 
pensation, to every person able to work and unable 
to find it in private employment, and a living to every 
person physically unable to work. What the compen- 
sation should be and how the plan should be adminis- 


The Traffic World 





Vol. LXIII, No. 18 


tered are details. The work furnished by the state 
should be productive, if possible, but might be unpro- 
ductive, if necessary. But no one able to work should 
be paid for doing nothing. 


WHO IS DOING THE LYING? 


HE organ of organized railroad labor accuses an- 

other publication of lying about the average annual 
compensation of railroad employes because it says the 
average is $1,772, whereas the rail labor publication 
says that the sworn reports of the carriers submitted 
to the Railroad Retirement Board for 1937 show the 
average wage in that year to have been $1,115. 

Railroad labor’s accusation revives the dispute 
that was involved in the hearings by the President’s 
emergency board on the proposal of the railroads last 
year to cut wages 15 per cent. Its spokesman says 
this matter was thoroughly examined by the Presi- 
dent’s board but it does not tell what the board said 
about it nor does it say that labor’s own witness in 
further testimony on the subject said that, while the 
$1,700 figure was too high, the $1,100 was too low and 
that the average wage figure ranged between those 
two, depending on the number of employes eliminated 
from the divisor. 

Use by railroad labor leaders of the Railroad 
Retirement Board’s compilation in an effort to make 
the fair average railroad wage in this country appear 
much smaller than it is has seemed to us to be not 
only cheap but decidedly misleading to many workers 
who have no other means of knowing what the facts 
are. 


The retirement board’s compilation is made up 
of a list of persons to whom the railroads made wage 
payments, of whatever amount, in 1937. Thus, in 
round numbers, the statement shows around 1,700,000 
employes for 1937, while fewer than a million persons 
worked some time in each of the twelve months of 
1937 for the railroads. The board’s compilation, for 
instance, includes more than one hundred thousand 
persons who earned less than $10 each in the year. 
To include these in obtaining a statement as to the 
average annual railroad wage in the United States is 
ridiculous. 

The President’s emergency board, in its report- 
finding against the railroads’ wage cut proposal, said 
it had in evidence $1,702 as the average earnings of 
railway employes for 1937. It said this figure was 
obtained by dividing total compensation by the number 
of employes as shown by the mid-month count, “the 
data deriving from the reports of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission.” On the other hand, it said, there 
was the average of $1,101 based on the retirement 
board’s compilation. 

“This is admitted to be too low a figure, for it is 
distorted by the inclusion of only an appropriate part 
of the earnings of those employes whose operations 
carry them across the border, by not allowing for the 

(Continued on page 996) 
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Current Topics in 
Washington 





Some day a government bureau 
chief will forget to put out a warning, 
at the expense of his fellow citizens, to 
be careful about his footgear if he has 
any walking to do on a wet or oily 
floor—or something like that. 

Then it may be expected that the doleful words about the 
end of the Constitution uttered by Justice McReynolds, of the 
Supreme Court, will come true, or the warnings of Senator 
Borah or Senator Johnson will be recalled with grief. 

Just think what would be in store for Americans if the 
Bureau of Marine Inspection and Navigation, Department of 
Commerce, had forgotten to warn seamen on ships to wear 
proper footwear when compelled to walk slippery decks and 
eschew floppy dungarees that might catch on a nut, a bolt, or 
other projections. 

But, with great solemnity, it issued a warning to Ameri- 
can seamen. So the country will be saved, at the small cost of 
two or three $2,000 a year men, typists, and clever publicity 
men. All’s well, therefore, on the Potomac, except possibly the 
Treasury and a few little inconsequential things of that sort. 
Perhaps, in due course, bulletins of warning will be put out 
about them. 


Catastrophe for 
America When a 
Bureau Chief Nods 





Lest government propaganda has 
not been effective, this is to inform the 
reader that more than 6,000 musicians 
supported in part, if not wholly, by 
the dollars taken from John Citizen 
by a kind-hearted government, this 
week tootles, obligatos and flats in observance of National 
Music week. Just how many millions have been spent by the 
Federal Music Project is not revealed in an announcement by 
the oo authorities in charge of the B flat part of the relief 
work. 

The 6,000 plus musicians are WPA music-makers, possibly 
some of the amateurs who have been heard over the radio. 

In the rural regions of North Carolina, west Florida, Okla- 
homa, Mississippi, and New Mexico, according to the an- 
nouncement, “where thousands of under-privileged children 
are enrolled in the classes of the Federal Music Project teach- 
ers, there will be scores of music programs during the week.” 
In some of these regions, it was added, there had been a com- 
plete absence of music instruction or leadership before the 
Federal Music Project “was set up to conserve the skills of 
needy music teachers on the relief rolls.” Perhaps the argu- 
ment is that it was necessary to afford relief to distressed mu- 
sicians. So they were put to work in their own lines. 

Anyhow, under the Lady Bountiful plan of government, 
the children have been taught to take the forte there instead 
of here, to the great improvement of the works of the com- 
posers who wrote the music—as undoubtedly would be argued 
by the well-paid supervisors of that part of the billions for 
relief administration. 


Do Re, Mi Week Off 
With a Bang by Six 
Thousand Musicians 





A few days ago newspaper men in 


Things Are Washington received a copy of a letter 
that had been sent to Senator Elbert J. 

Not Always What Thomas, chairman of the committee on 

They Seem education and labor. In part, it said: 


I learned through the public press of a 
letter addressed to you by Mr. John L. Lewis, president of the Congress 
of Industrial Organization, in which you were requested to propound 
a series of questions. The purpose of the letter is patent and obvious. 
It was prepared and submitted for propaganda purposes. It is filled 
with trickery and deception. . . It was designed to fan the flame of 
class hatred, to instill thoughts of falsehood and misrepresentation in 
the minds of working men and women and thus bring into play the 
prejudice and passions of those working people who would be misled 
by it. It was also intended to detract from a fair consideration of the 
virtue and necessity of the amendments proposed through an appeal 
to the base passions and class hatred of unsuspecting people. 


No, the foregoing was not written by a rabid capitalist. 
It was produced by William Green, president of the American 
Federation of Labor, talking about amendments to that Wagner 
labor act. 
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That was, as President Roosevelt 
said, a good story representing his 
having suggested to Mussolini that 
Il Duce intimate to Der Fuerher that 
it would help in preserving world peace 
if the three of them got together, per- 
haps somewhere in the Atlantic ocean, for a talk, except that it 
was not true. It is easy to imagine that the report was the work 
of someone who remembered that, in 1807, Napoleon Bonaparte, 
then emperor of the French, and Alexander I, Czar of all the 
Russias held a conference on a barge or raft in the Nieman 
(no man) River, near Tilsit. The talk was followed by, if it 
did not produce, the treaty, of Tilsit, in which the map of 
Europe was rearranged. Or, perhaps, the man who thought up 
the tale recalled that he had read about talks between kings of 
England and France on bridges, or on the Field of the Cloth 
of Gold, or things of that sort. 

In those days, the kings really made treaties, without the 
advice or consent of anybody or anything. Mussolini and Hitle:z 
are able to do that in these days, because they really seem 
to be the heads of nations and not merely the chief executive 
officers of nations, as is the fact about President Roosevelt, whe 
is able to make treaties only subject to ratification by the 
Senate. A mid-ocean conference might have laid the founda- 
tion for a settlement of European questions through the good 
offices of President Roosevelt in inducing Hitler and Mussolini 
to act on the rule of reasonableness, if they know what that 
means. It would be without hope that the United States woulda 
underwrite the settlement, because there is no reason for 
believing the people of the United States now favor any League 
of Nations idea. 


Someone Wished 
History Would Do a 
Bit of Repeating 





Had any question of money 
been bound up in the matter of 
Commissioner Meyer’s retirement 
from office it might not have been 
as simple as it proved to be. There was a saying in Andrew 
Jackson’s time, in particular, concerning office holders, to the 
effect that “few die and none resign.” That was not true 
respecting county and municipal officers in trans-Mississippi 
states sixty or sixty-five years ago. In those days men were 
elected county commissioner one day and resigned the next; 
or mayor of a town April 4 or 5 only to quit four or five days 
later. 

That was because deputy sheriffs, marshals, and others 
were required to serve summonses on office-holding defendants 
for the recovery of money from counties or municipalities on 
bonds issued in promotion of the construction of railroads that 
resulted in nothing but the cashing of the bonds. Those who 
had them and then sued for the recovery of the money always 
claimed to be and frequently were bona fide buyers of the 
bonds from contractors who were obligated to but did not 
build the railroads. 

Missouri was a state in which county commissioners were 
elected while they were out in the brush hiding from possible 
process servers. They “resigned” before the process servers 
could find them, whenever possible, so they could not be re- 
quired, by order of the court, to levy taxes for the payment of 
judgments against the counties that had elected them. Senator 
Henderson, of Missouri, for instance, bought up a lot of such 
bonds, prosecuted the proceedings through the Supreme Court, 
won the litigation, and made a huge profit. Some of it was 
invested in a brownstone castle-like residence on the brow of 
Sixteenth Street, Washington, where, according to the geolo- 
gists, the continent ends and the mud flats of the Potomac, 
extending to Norfolk, Va., begin. 

The city of Watertown, in Wisconsin, the home state of 
Mr. Meyer, in Amy vs. Watertown, 130 U. S. 300, resisted an 
effort on the part of holders of Watertown and Madison rail- 
road bonds to get service of summons on its hair-trigger resign- 
ing mayor or acting mayors. The Supreme Court said that 
ulterior or unworthy motives might not be imputed to Water- 
town or the state legislature. It held that service of summons 
where the common law had been set aside by statutes, had to 
be made in accordance with the statute or statutes. The bond- 
holders had served process on a mayor who had been elected 
April 4, 1882, and had resigned April 10. The court said he had 
a right to resign. Naturally, service on him was not good. 
That effort in 1882 was a resumption of an effort made in 1873 
to serve a summons on a mayor or acting mayor. 

The question also came up as to whether a “resignation” 
that had not been accepted was really a resignation. The court 
pointed out that, under the common law, a resignation was not 
complete until the proper authority accepted it or did some- 
thing tantamount thereto, such as appointing a successor. 

Mr. Meyer is not a lawyer in the sense of having passed a 
bar examination. But it may be suggested that when he asked 
President Roosevelt to “release” him from duty, he was well 
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advised as to the law phase of the matter, timing it as he did, 
when Mr. Amlie had asked the President to withdraw his name 
from the Senate. Until that withdrawal, he could not assume 
that the President had not done anything under the “hold-over” 
part of the interstate commerce act that would warrant Mr. 
Meyer in assuming he could “resign.’”” Nomination of Amlie was 
notice on the part of the President that he had done all he 
could, under the law, to terminate the “hold-over” part of Mr. 
Meyer’s tenure of office, which, as indicated, did not have bound 
up in it any question of money owing to a third party. For 
timing, it has been suggested, the former commissioner had a 
good sense in sending in the latter indicating that he had no 
liking for holding office by means of a spider web. 





June 19 the government of the United 
States will solemnly offer for sale a parcel 
of public land on an island in Huffman 
Lake, near Warsaw, Kosciusko county, In- 
diana. By loud and appropriate outcry the 
land, which is a littke more than quarter 
of an acre in extent, will be offered to the highest bidder. But 
his bid must not be less than $4.05, plus the cost of advertising 
the parcel for sale for five consecutive weeks in an Indiana 
newspaper. 

Without regard for the niceties of English, the publicity 
man for Secretary Ickes describes the matter as one of the 
“most unique” features in public land administration to come 
before the General Land Office in recent years. That’s because 
the tract is one of the few parcels of federal land in the middle 
west that have remained unclaimed. Long ago the other 
28,068,800 acres of public domain land in Indiana were trans- 
ferred to private ownership. But the Huffman Lake land was 
overlooked and unclaimed until 1936—120 years after Indiana 
was admitted to the Union. The discoverer said “It is just 
God’s acre and I want it and will promise to develop it in a way 
becoming to an American gentleman.” 

However, he may have to bid in competition with men 
who may not be regarded as ‘American gentlemen.” Unless he 
bids higher than such as they, Harold Ickes, sometimes called 
“Holy Harold,” will have to hand it over to the ungodly and 
non-gentle man. Such is the law and Harold has a high regard 
for it—A. E. H. 


WHO IS DOING THE LYING? 
(Continued from page 994) 
usual attrition in employment, said to be around five 


per cent, by the inclusion of casuals in the count, and 
by other factors,” said the President’s board, in dis- 
cussing the figure of $1,100. 

What would be a proper count of the men 
“attached to the industry” remained a matter of judg- 
ment, it believed. If, however, it added, the compen- 
sation of all persons who worked in six months or 
more of the twelve were divided by the number of 
such persons, the average for 1937 was $1,553, which, 
it said, was $14 less than an average obtained by divid- 
ing compensation by the monthly payroll count of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. But, it con- 
tinued, if the data used included all persons who worked 
in four or more months and earned not less than $150, 
the average was $1,445. As to the workers who worked 
in six months or more, one quarter of them were found 
by the board to have earned less than $911, while, at 
the opposite extreme, one quarter of the attached 
workers earned $1,953 or more. In between there 
were one quarter who earned between $911 and $1,433, 
and another quarter who earned between $1,433 and 
$1,953, according to the board. 

In view of the charge made by labor’s organ, it 
is interesting to note that the board said in its report, 
referring to the supplemental testimony by labor’s 
witness as to $1,100 being too low, that the employes 
were of the opinion that many more than 969,591, who 
worked in as many as eleven months in 1937, were 
attached to the railroad industry and must be counted. 
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The employes, said the board, suggested that, if there 
were excluded all persons earning less than $150, which 
would have deprived them of the right to benefits 
under the railroad unemployment insurance act, and 
also all those whet worked in only five months or 
less (six months or more would generally give seniority 
rights), a more reasonable figure would be obtained. 
The average earnings for the year would then be 
approximately $1,562. While contending that this 
figure was still too high, said the board, the employes 
“regard it as being a more reasonable estimate of 
average annual earnings than that obtained by the 
middle-of-the-month count.” 

This later testimony on behalf of the employes in 
the wage cut proceeding constituted an admission that 
the average of $1,100 was ridiculous and represented, 
in our opinion, an effort, on behalf of some of the 
spokesmen for labor, to be fair. Its publication, how- 
ever, still sticks to the figure of $1,100. 


WAGE AND HOUR LAW ON RAILROADS 


Application for an injunction forbidding the Atlantic Coast 
Line Railroad to violate the minimum wage and record keep- 
ing provisions of the fair labor standards act has been made 
to the federal court at Richmond, Va., by John Babe, represent- 
ing Administrator Elmer F. Andrews of the wage and hour 
division of the Department of Labor. An announcement about 
the case by the wage and hour division said that a total of 
4,400 employes was involved. 

The complaint alleges that the railroad company has ar- 
bitrarily deducted from the wages of maintenance of way and 
structures employes varying sums, ostensibly to cover rent on 
company-owned houses, many of which, it is alleged, do not 
exist and many others are not occupied by the employes from 
whose pay envelopes “the rental is deducted.” 

Maintenance employes, says the complaint, have failed to 
draw the minimum wage, 25 cents an hour, prescribed in the 
wage and hour act because of this practice of the company, 
which, it is alleged, was instituted after the effective date of 
the act. 

On or about October 24, 1938, the effective date of the 
wage-hour act, says the complaint, the railroad instituted and 
has continued the practice of arbitrarily assigning to each of 
the maintenance of way and structures employes, ‘company 
houses, portions thereof, or other quarters in which to live, 
a substantial number of which houses, portions thereof, or other 
quarters were and are non-existent.” 

It is asserted that the company houses and quarters have 
been assigned to the employes without regard to whether they 
desire to live therein, regardless of their existing arrangements 
and commitments on living quarters, and without regard to 
whether because of the physical condition or location of the 
company houses, they were suitable for the employes to live 
in. In many cases, the complaint says, quarters so assigned 
were not and are not lived in by employes inasmuch as they 
already had houses or other quarters or because the company 
houses were far removed from and inconvenient to their places 
of employment, or did not exist. 

The petition said that prior to the effective date of the act 
no company houses or quarters were furnished or assigned to 
many of the maintenance of way and structures employes and 
in no case were any such employes, except foremen, charged 
for the use of company houses or quarters. Since the effec- 
tive date, however, says the complaint, the Atlantic Coast Line 
has purported to charge for company houses or quarters 
amounts which bear no relation to or in excess of the reason- 
able cost of such facilities. It further said that since the effec- 
tive date the wages paid had remained the same and amounts 
deducted for rent were so computed as to equal the difference 
between the wages paid and the wages such employes would 
have been paid had they been compensated at the minimum 
hourly rate provided for in the wage and hour law. 

In addition to these deductions, the complaint says a sub- 
stantial number of employes are also subjected to deductions 
from wages for purchase of food from the company stores at 
prices which include a profit to the company. That, the peti- 
tion said, was contrary to regulations prescribed by the ad- 
ministrator defining the reasonable cost of board, lodging 
and other facilities. 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 





CRUSHED STONE FROM NEW YORK 


A FURTHER revision of rates on crushed stone from quar- 

ries in western New York to destinations in New York, 
Pennsylvania and Ohio, to be accomplished not later than July 
15, has been ordered by the Commission, division 4, in No. 28020, 
General Crushed Stone Co. vs. Arcade & Attica et al. and the 
proceedings joined with it. The other proceedings joined with 
the title complaint are three nub-numbers, Same vs. Same, 
LeRoy Lime and Crushed Stone Corporation vs. Same and 
Genesee Stone Products Corporation vs. Same, and No. 27714, 
Buffalo Crushed Stone Co. vs. Same. 

On further hearing, in which a representative of the New 
York commission participated, in No. 27714 findings in the 
prior report, 226 I. C. C. 309, that rates on crushed stone, from 
Bowmansville, N. Y., to named destinations in New York, Penn- 
sylvania and Ohio would be unreasonable and unduly preju- 
dicial have been modified. 

A further finding is that the rates on crushed stone from 
Akron, Bowmansville, LeRoy, North LeRoy and Stafford, N. 
Y., to destinations in Pennsylvania are unreasonable and unduly 
prejudicial by reason of undue preference given to Cheek- 
towaga, N. Y. 

The title complaint alleged the rates from Akron, N. Y., 
to destinations in New York, Pennsylvania and Ohio were un- 
reasonable, unduly prejudicial to the complainant and unduly 
preferential of competitors shipping from Bowmansville, Buf- 
falo, Cheektowaga, N. Y., Annandale, Branchton, East Brady, 
Hillsville, Shaw Junction, Walford and Worthington, Pa. 

In the first sub-number it was alleged the rates from the 
plants of the General Crushed Stone Co. at LeRoy and North 
LeRoy were unreasonable, unduly prejudicial and unduly pref- 
erential of competitors shipping from Bowmansville, Buffalo, 
Cheektowaga and Stafford, N. Y., and from Annandale, Branch- 
ton, East Brady, Hillsville, Kaylor, Kittanning (Furnace Run), 
Shaw Junction, Templeton, Walford, West Winfield and Worth- 
ington, Pa. In the second sub-number the assault was on rates 
from the plant of the LeRoy Lime & Crushed Stone Co. at 
LeRoy to destinations in New York, Ohio and Pennsylvania as 
unduly preferential of competitors shipping from Akron and 
other production points. 

In the third sub-number the rates assailed were those from 
Stafford to destinations in New York, Pennsylvania, its being 
alleged, among other things, that they were unduly preferen- 
tial of competitors at other points, such as Akron, Bowmans- 
ville and Cheektowaga. 

In No. 27714. on which division 4 made a report in Feb- 
ruary, 1938, in 226 I. C. C. 309, the rates from Bowmansville 
to destinations in the three states before mentioned, for 200 
miles or less, were, among other things, alleged to be unduly 
preferential of competitors at Akron, Cheektowoga, LeRoy, 
North LeRoy and Stafford, N. Y., and Annandale, East Brady, 
Hillsville, Shaw Junction and Walford, Pa. In the prior report 
division 4 found the joint-line rates from Bowmansville to be 
unduly prejudicial and unreasonable to the extent they ex- 
ceeded by more than 10 cents a net ton the rates from Buffalo 
to the same destinations. 


The points of production are from eight to 46 miles from 
Buffalo. The complainants asked, said the report, that their 
rates be constructed on the scale prescribed in Pennsylvania 
Sand & Gravel Products Association vs. Baltimore & Ohio, 104 
I. C. C. 717, known as the West Penn scale, single-line, in- 
creased by 10 per cent applied in a specified manner, or that 
the competitive points be divided into two groups, with Akron, 
Bowmansville, Buffalo and Cheektowaga, in one, and Stafford, 
LeRoy and North LeRoy, in another, with the rates predicated 
on average distances from points in each group. 

The Commission found the rates to the destinations in 
Pennsylvania on the lines of the New York Central, Nickel 
Plate, Baltimore & Ohio, Erie and Pennsylvania would be 
unreasonable to the extent they might exceed the rates of 
the West Penn single-line scale increased 10 per cent. 

A further finding was that the maintenance of rates from 
Bowmansville, Akron, LeRoy, North LeRoy and Stafford to 
destinations in Pennsylvania, referred to in the preceding 
paragraph, that were on a higher level, distance considered, 
than the rates that were or might be contemporaneously main- 
tained from Cheektowaga, subjected complainants to undue 
prejudice and gives undue preference to a competitor at Cheek- 


towaga; and that the establishment of rates on the basis pre- 
scribed will remove prejudice and preference as between rates 
from shipping points other than Cheektowaga. 

The Commission said that in determining rates distances 
should be computed from the Cheektowaga station of the Le- 
high Valley and from stations of originating railroads at the 
other producing points, over the shortest routes, composed of 
not more than three line-haul carriers over which carload 
traffic could be moved without transfer of lading. 

The order in No. 27714, dated February 23, has been va- 


cated, effective July 15, the date on which the new rates are 
to be made operative. 


PROVIDING GRAIN CAR DOORS 


With Commissioner Mahaffie dissenting in part, the Com- 
mission, division 4, in No. 27796, Merchants’ Exchange of St. 
Louis et al. vs. Alton et al. and a sub-number, Omaha Grain 
Exchange vs. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy et al., has found 
unreasonable the charges of carriers for furnishing and in- 
stalling grain doors in connection with cross-town movements 
and set-back cars of grain, seed and grain products within the 
St. Louis, Mo., E. St. Louis, Ill, and Omaha, Neb.-Council 
Bluffs, Ia. district. The finding was that the rates had been 
and for the future would be unreasonable to the extent they 
exceeded 60 cents by the car prior to March 28, 1938, and 66 
cents for the future. 

Another finding was that the charges assailed in connec- 
tion with movements between the St. Louis and East St. Louis 
districts were not and are not inapplicable, as alleged, but 
were and for the future will be unreasonable to the extent 
they exceeded 60 cents a car prior to March 28, 1938, and 66 
cents thereafter and for the future. 


The complaints asserted that the by-the-car charges col- 
lected or demanded since July 1, 1935, of $2.25 prior to March 
28, 1938, and $2.48 thereafter for furnishing and installing 
grain doors for the so-called cross-town and set-back move- 
ments within the territories before mentioned were and are un- 
reasonable. Where the cross-town or set-back movements were 
within a single state, the report said, the issues were confined 
to shipments having origin or ultimate destination in a different 
state. In the title proceeding the charges collected or demanded 
for movements between the St. Louis and East St. Louis dis- 
tricts were alleged to have been inapplicable and in violation 
of the findings and order of the Commission in Chicago Board 
of Trade vs. Abilene & Southern, 220 I. C. C. 753. Reparation 
or waiver of undercharges was sought in connection with all 
of the charges assailed. Set-back cars, the report explained, 
were those cars which were set back to the originating ele- 


vator or warehouse for some reason not under control of the 
carrier. 


After discussing the Chicago Board of Trade case and the 
things therein involved, the Commission said the duty which 
devolved on a carrier to furnish cars suitable for transport in 
safety of commodities which it held itself out to carry was not 
fulfilled when, in response to a shipper’s request for a car for 
the transportation of grain, a car was furnished without grain 
doors. And that, it said, was so whether the contemplated move- 
ment was a line haul or merely a switching movement. It added 
that whether or not the carriers in establishing their line-haul 
rates or switching charges had in mind the expense of fur- 
nishing grain doors was beside the point. Their obvious duty, 
when furnishing cars for the movement of grain, it further 
said, was and is to furnish cars suitable for that purpose. The 
report said there was nothing of record in the instant proceed- 
ing warranting a modification of the conclusions reached in 
the Board of Trade case with respect to a reasonable charge 
for the installation of grain doors. 


With respect to the movement between St. Louis and East 
St. Louis, the report said that that movement was a hybrid in 
that it had some of the characteristics of both a switching and 
a line-haul service. For that reason, it said, the charges as- 
sailed in connection with that movement could not be said to 
have been inapplicable. In view of the findings in this case, 
and the fact that the findings in the Board of Trade case did 
not deal with switch movements, the report said it was un- 
necessary to determine whether the charges were or are in 
contravention of the order in that case. 
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Commissioner Mahaffie said he was in accord with the 
findings so far as they had application to the charges on move- 
ments between St. Louis and East St. Louis and charges in con- 
nection with set-back cars, but he said he was unable to agree 
with respect to the charges for purchasing and installing grain 
doors in connection with cross-town movements. The practical 
solution, he said, was to prescribe a charge that would compen- 
sate the carriers for the extra expense in connection with cross- 
town movements. 


PENNSYLVANIA HARD COAL RATES 


Another modification of the Commission’s prescription of 
rates on anthracite coal in Pennsylvania has been made by the 
Commission in a second supplemental report, on further con- 
sideration, in No. 28050, intrastate rates on anthracite in Penn- 
sylvania. In a report written by Commissioner McManamy, the 
Lehigh & New England and the Lehigh Valley have been au- 
thorized to establish a rate of not less than $1.44 a long ton 
on buckwheat No. 1 and smaller sizes of anthracite from 
origins on the Lehigh & New England to Easton, Pa., 13th 
Street Junction, Easton (Bushkill Station), Easton (13th 
Street), Kepler’s Hill, and Walters (Lower Mill), primarily to 
meet truck competition. 


At the present time, according to the report, an interstate 
rate of $1.44 is maintained on the sizes mentioned from origins 
on the Lehigh & New England to Philipsburg, N. J., for de- 
livery by the Central of New Jersey. The petitioners said that 
for the Lehigh Valley to be placed on a competitive basis from 
those origins to Philipsburg, and likewise to meet truck com- 
petition at Easton it was necessary to reduce a present rate of 
$1.50 to $1.44 to avoid a violation of the long-and-short-haul 
part of the fourth section, Easton being intermediate to Philips- 
burg. They pointed out, however, that the other destinations 
mentioned in the petition were not direcly intermediate to 
Philipsburg but that the rates from the origins under considera- 
ion to those destination points had for a long period been on 
the same basis as to Easton proper. The petitioners said they 
desired to publish the lower rate to expire December 20. 


CINCINNATI & LAKE ERIE STATUS 


The Commission on reargument in a report in Electric 
Railway docket No. 3, Cincinnati & Lake Erie Railroad Co., 
written by Commissioner McManamy, has affirmed the orig- 
inal finding in 229 I. C. C. 187, that the lines of the carrier 
mentioned and its receivers do not fall within the terms of the 
exemption provision in section 1 (a) of the railroad retirement 
act of 1937 and the carriers taxing act of 1937. The carrier 
asked for reconsideration by the entire Commission, the orig- 
inal report having been made by division 3. 


Commissioners Eastman and Porter noted a dissent, while 
Commissioner Mahaffie wrote a dissenting view. Commissioner 
Mahaffie said that in his judgment the findings of the majority 
were not warranted by the facts of record under the language 
of the statutes construed. The division, he said, held this prop- 
erty to be a part of the general steam-railroad system, and 
hence included under the act. In his judgment, he said, that 
construction could not be supported under the terms of the 
act, nor as in accord with the intent of Congress but only in 
consideration of the beneficence of the purpose now sought to 
be accomplished, the beneficence being the inclusion of the 
employes within the terms of the retirement act. That bas‘s 
of statutory construction, he said, he considered erroneous. 

“The temptation, by administrative contruction to ex- 
tend the plain terms of a statute in order to attain an end 
thought desirable is always present,” said he. “It should be 
resisted. If it is considered desirable that the provisions of 
the railroad retirement act cover employes engaged in addi- 
tional forms of transportation that should be accomplished by 
legislation.” 

This carrier had 268 miles of line extending from Cincin- 
nati, Toledo and from Springfield to Columbus, O., when the 
railroad retirement legislation was enacted. Since then the op- 
eration of most of the line extending from Springfield, O., to 
Toledo, known as the Toledo division has been discontinued. 
Commissioner McManamy, in his report, said it should be noted 
that the freight revenues of this carrier exceeded its passenger 
revenues and also exceeded those of a number of other electric 
lines which claimed to be interurban. He said the record also 
showed that compensation by this carrier to its employes in 
freight service exceeded that for those engaged in passenger 
service. For instance, he said, in 1936 the employes engaged 
in passenger service received approximately $78,000 while tho-e 
engaged in freight service approximately $109,000. 
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RAIL PAPER RATE CUT CONDEMNED 


Organized motor carriers and shippers at Springfield, Mo., 
in I. and S. No. 4546, paper, Missouri River points to Colorado, 
New Mexico and Wyoming, persuaded the Commission, division 
2, to find unjustified a proposal to reduce the rates on paper and 
paper articles between the areas described. The suspended 
schedules are to be canceled not later than May 31 and the 
proceeding has been discontinued. 

The Santa Fe, Burlington, Rock Island, Missouri Pacific 
and Union Pacific made the proposal to cut rates. The Mid- 
Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., and the Spring- 
field, Mo., Chamber of Commerce, for the Springfield Tablet 
Manufacturing Co. protested and caused suspension of the 
tariffs, dated to have become effective last November. Tablets, 
the report said, were the commodity most affected, Springfield 
and St. Joseph, Mo., being the competing points. 

The railroad proposed, said the report, to establish, in 
cars of any size, alternative rates of 74 cents, minimum 20,000 
pounds, and 58 cents, minimum 30,000 pounds, indicated to ex- 
pire with June 30, 1939. Protestants, it said, contended that 
the proposed rate of 58 cents would result in undue prejudice 
to shippers at Springfield and preference of shippers at St. 
Joseph. The result would be an increase in the difference be- 
tween the rates from St. Joseph and Springfield from 9 to 17 
cents a hundred pounds based on 30,000 pounds, minimum, 
amounting to $51 a car in favor of St. Joseph. The question 
of relationship between Springfield and St. Joseph has here- 
tofore been under consideration. The railroads indicated that 
their move was on account of truck competition. The Com- 
mission said there was nothing to indicate that lines serving 
Springfield were not ready and willing to join with the re- 
spondents in any action necessary to preserve the present re- 
lation between the two competitors. 

“Respondents would have us believe,” said the Commis- 
sion. ‘‘that the disturbance of this relation was merely incidental 
to their efforts to meet compelling truck competition. How- 
ever, the showing is unconvincing that the truck competition 
met at St. Joseph is any different or more intense than that 
at Springfield or that the retention of traffic to the rails re- 
quires a rate as low as that proposed. On the contrary the 
stated purpose of the proposed rate is to restore substantially 
the advantage which the shipper at St. Joseph formerly had 
over its competitor at Springfield, a discrimination for which 
respondents would be directly responsible and which they could 
readily avoid.” 





INTERLOCKING PLANT AT MONTGOMERY 


In a report written by Commissioner McManamy in No. 
28000, sub. No. 7, application for approval of proposed modifi- 
cation of systems or devices under paragraph (b), section 26 
of the interstate commerce act. the Commission, by division 3. 
has granted the petition of the Milwaukee for avproval of 
removal of an interlocking plant at crossing of its track with 
the track of the Minneapolis & St. Louis at Montgomery, Minn., 
and installation of crossing gates, stop signs and inoperative 
distant signals on its line, together with a spring switch on 
the line of the Minneapolis & St. Louis. According to the re- 
nort. the proposed changes will result in a saving of about 
$5.000 a year. The petition was based on the ground that traffic 
at Montgomery was not heavy enough to require that the pres- 
ent interlocking plant be continued in service. 


REFRIGERATOR CAR MILEAGE 


Merit or lack of merit in a refrigerator car mileage allow- 
ance of 1.5 cents, proposed bv the railroads in schedules under 
suspension in I. and S. No. 4572, refrigerator car mileage allow- 
ances, was ignored in the report in that case (see Traffic World, 
April 29). Only jurisdictional questions were disposed of. The 
matter was submitted, not after hearing, but after arguments 
on the jurisdictional questions. 

Inasmuch, as is pointed out in the report, the Commission 
has authority only to deal with maximum allowances made by 
the railroads to shippers who furnish facilities of transportation 
and the proposal in this case was to reduce the allowances 
made on shipper-owned cars, it was generally inferred that 
the effect of the report was to permit to stand those parts 
affecting allowances on shipper-owned cars. The report said 
the Commission was without authority to prescribed the com- 
pensation to be paid to car companies for the use of their cars. 
It said that items in the suspended schedules covering such 
compensation should be stricken from the tariff files and the 
proceeding discontinued. That would leave unaffected items 
pertaining to allowances to be paid on shipper-owned or con- 
trolled cars. 

The report said there seemed to be no doubt but that the 
Commission had authority to suspend a tariff item in which 


TT 


ee 
——— 


ee 





May 6, 1939 


a change was proposed to be made in the allowance paid to 
shippers for furnishing a transportation facility, as provided 
in section 15 (13) of the interstate commerce act. Such an 
allowance, it added, directly affected the freight rates paid by 
such shippers and under section 15 (7) the Commission was 
given authority to suspend any schedule which stated a “new 
individual or joint regulation or practice affecting any rate, 
fare or charge... .” 

In that connection the report called attention to the fact 
that the Commission had the power only to fix the maximum 
to be paid to the shipper for furnishing such instrumentality. 
Therefore, it further observed, as a practical matter the right 
to suspend or to investigate would ordinarily be exercised only 
for the purpose of determining what such reasonable maximum 
should be. It called attention to the fact that while the pro- 
posal was to reduce the allowance for shipper-owned or con- 
trolled cars from 1.75 to 1.5 cents a mile the schedules carried 
a reference mark designating the change in the amount of the 
allowance as an “increase.” The suspension of these schedules, 
it said, therefore could not be said to have exceeded the Com- 
mission’s authority. 

The Commission called attention to the fact that in its 
annual report of December 1, 1916, it had recommended that 
it be given specified authority to prescribe compensation which 
carriers should pay to each other for the use of each other’s 
cars. It added it might be reasonably assumed that the law 
enacted by Congress did not give to the Commission greater 
powers than were sought in that recommendation when it en- 
acted what is called the car service amendment, section 1 (14) 
in which the authority granted includes the power to establish 
compensation for the use of any locomotive, car or other 
vehicle not owned by the carrier using it. 

The Commission said that inasmuch as it was without au- 
thority to prescribe the amount of compensation to be paid 
to private car companies for the use of their cars, no purpose 
was served in that respect by suspension. Therefore it accord- 
ingly vacated its order, effective April 29. 


COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 

In MC F-497, Valley Public Service Co., purchase, C. M. 
& S. Transit, Inc., embracing also MC F-498, Same, purchase, 
Everett Burnside, the Commission, by division 5, has author- 
ized purchase by the Valley Public Service Co., of Columbus, 
O., of operating rights and property of C. M. & S. Transit, 
Inc., and Everett Burnside, dba Jackson-Portsmouth Bus Line. 

In MC F-750, George H. O’Brien, purchase, Charles Noed- 
ing Trucking Co., Inc., the Commission, by division 5, has 
authorized purchase by George H. O’Brien, of Norwood, Mass., 
of operating rights of Charles Noeding Trucking Co., Inc., of 
Hoboken, N. J. 

In MC 69876, Sub. No. 1, Walter Pelz Transfer, Inc., 
Michigan extension, embracing also Sub. No. 2, Same, Ken- 
tucky, Tennessee, Iowa and Missouri extension, the Commis- 
sion, by division 5, has authorized operation as a contract car- 
rier of malt beverages from Evansville, Ind., and Freeport, 
Ill., to points in Michigan, and from Evansville to points in 
Tennessee, Iowa, Missouri and Kentucky, other than St. Louis, 
Mo., Louisville, Ky., and Davenport, Ia., over irregular routes, 
and empty containers on return trips. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 
Used Whiskey Barrels 


No. 27795, Maryland Distillery, Inc., et al. vs. Baltimore 
& Ohio et al. By the Commission. On reconsideration, findings 
in 229 I. C. C. 567, that rates on used whiksey barrels, St. 
Denis and Baltimore Md., to Peekskill, N. Y., and Lawrenceburg 
and Terre Haute, Ind., were not unduly prejudicial, but that 
they had not been unreasonable since March 15, 1936, but 
that they were unreasonable prior to March 15, and would 
be unreasonable for the future, modified. New findings is that 
the rates were not and are not unreasonable or otherwise 
unlawful, except that they were unreasonable prior to March 
15, 1936, to the extent they exceeded the column 45 rates con- 
temporaneously effective, minimum 14,000 pounds, subject to 
Rule 34, plus emergency charges then authorized; and that 
they will be unreasonable for the future to the extent they may 
exceed 37.5 per cent of the present first class rates, minimum 
18,000 pounds subject to Rule 34. The report said that if com- 
plainants made shipments they should comply with Rule V 
of the rules of practice for the purpose of reparation. New rates 
are to be established not later than July 27. Commissioner 
Splawn dissented, in part. 

Soda 


No. 27666, J. R. Watkins Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al. By divi- 
sion 2. Rates, 46 cents, soda ash and bicarbonate of soda, car- 
loads, Detroit and Wyandotte, Mich., to Winona, Minn., unrea- 
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sonable to the extent it exceeded 29 cents plus an emergency 
charge of 7 per cent. Reparation of $366.74 with interest 
awarded. Shipments moved between September 1, 1935, and 
February 20, 1936. 
Coal 

No. 27559, Morehead Cotton Mills Co. vs. C. & O. et al. 
By division 4. In a supplemental report, a finding in the prior 
report 231 I. C. C. 437 that the rates, bituminous coal, mines in 
Virginia and West Virginia to Spray, N. C., were unreasonable 
to the extent they exceeded or might exceed $2.55 a net ton, 
modified so as to find the rates unreasonable to the extent they 
exceeded $2.55 prior to November 13, 1937, and $2.65 on and 
after that date. The modification was made so as to give 
effect to a 10-cent increase authorized in General Commodity 
Rate Increases, 1937, 223 I. C. C. 657. 


Engraved Copper Rolls 


No. 28067, Pacific Mills vs. Boston & Maine et al. By 
division 4. Dismissed. Rates ultimately assessed, carload and 
less than carload shipments, copper rolls, engraved, not 
mounted, Taylors and Lyman, S. C., to Lawrence, Mass., be- 
tween May 9 and December 19, 1934, applicable. Rates of 
$1.01, $1.28 and $1.83 were charged. The report said the 
applicable carload rate was $1.28. It said the shipment which 
was charged a rate of $1.83 weighed 9,747 pounds and was 
properly treated as a less than carload shipment at the ap- 
plicable first class rate. 

Woven Wire Fencing 


No. 28079, Continental Steel Corporation vs. Pennsylvania 
et al. By Division 3. Dismissed. Rules, regulations and min- 
imum and charges resulting therefrom, for the transportation 
of woven wire fencing, Kokomo, Ind., to Bowie, Md., in July, 
1936, not unreasonable. Rate of 57.2 cents, less than carload, 
was charged, and a carload rate of 42 cents was claimed as 
being applicable to the shipments. 


Puffed Cereals 


No. 28022, Topeka Traffic Association et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al. By division 3. Less than carload rates, of $1.04 
and $1.14, puffed cereals, Topeka, Kan., to destinations in offi- 
cial territory, applied on shipments since May 9, 1936, found 
inapplicable. Applicable rate found to have been higher com- 
binations. Applicable rates unreasonable to the extent they 
exceeded the contemporaneous fourth class rates later made 
applicable. Waiver of undercharges and reparation of $72.66, 
with interest, authorized and awarded. 


Coal 


No. 26558, Midland Electric Coal Corporation vs. Chicago & 
North Western et al.. By the Commission. Prior reports, 215 
1. C.. Cc. 562, 2235: 1. C. C. 349, and 22 £. C. C.'5, preseribinge a 
nonprejudicial relation of rates on coal from groups in IIli- 
nois to Iowa destinations clarified to exclude their operation 
against receivers of the Wabash as to rates from the Springfield 
group to Keokuk, Ia. In the original report, this one said, the 
findings were limited so as to exclude the receivers of the 
Wabash, but that in later reports they were not specifically 
excepted from the findings. This report specifically excludes 
them. This report also embraces No. 26711, Northern Illinois 
Coal Corporation vs. Alton et al.; No. 26677, Bell & Zoller Coal 
Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; No. 26585, United Electric 
Coal Co. et al. vs. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy et al.; No. 
26719, Fifth & Ninth Districts Coal Traffic Bureau vs. Alton 
& Eastern et al.; No. 26685, Illinois Coal Traffic Bureau vs. 
Alton & Eastern et al.; and No. 21020, Traffic Bureau, Daven- 
port Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Alton & Eastern et al. 


Cottonseed Products Reparation 


No. 16528, Southland Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. Abilene & 
Southern et al. By division 3. On further hearing, $1,212.98 
with interest awarded as reparation to Feeders’ Supply Co.. 
one of the complainants in the title complaint, on carload ship- 
ments of cottonseed meal and cake from points in Texas to 
destinations in various states under prior findings in 201 I. C. C. 
392, and 206 I. C. C. 325. The carriers are ordered to pay 
reparation on or before July 7. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 

No. 28193, New River Co. et al. vs. C. & O. Baltimore & Ohio; 
Erie; Louisville & Nashville; New York Central and leased lines; Nor- 
folk & Western; Pennsylvania; Pittsburgh & Lake Erie; Pittsburgh 
& West Virginia; Southern; Virginian; and Western Maryland per- 
mitted to intervene. 

No. 28230, Celotex Corporation vs. A. C. & Y. et al. National Gyp- 
sum Co. permitted tot intervene. 

Finance No. 11344, Fort Worth & Rio Grande control, operation, 
etc.; and Finance No. 11305, St. Louis, San Francisco & Texas opera- 
tion. Petition of St. Louis, San Francisco & Texas and trustees of 
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St. Louis-San Francisco for modification of orders entered December 
31, 1936, and January 16, 1937, dismissed on request of petitioners 
for withdrawal of petition. 

No. 28228, Chicago-Milwaukee Motor Carriers, Inc., vs. C. & N. W. 
et al. Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., permitted to inter- 
vene. 

MC-F 825, Charlton Brothers Transportation Co., Inc., purchase, 
J. Norman Geipe, Inc. Petition requesting approval, under section 
210a(b), of temporary operation by Charlton Brothers Transportation 
Co., Inc., of properties of J. Norman Geipe, Inc., denied. 

MC-F 834, F. W. Strecker and F. W. Strecker, Jr., purchase, 
August H. Bock. Petition requesting approval, under section 210a(b), 
of temporay operation by F. W. Strecker and F. W. Strecker, Jr., 
of properties of August H. Bock, denied. 

No. 28235, Port Commission of the Port of Beaumont et al. vs. 
Abilene & Southern et al. New Orleans Public Belt Railroad permitted 
to intervene. 

Ex Parte 72, Sub. No. 1, in the matter of regulations concerning 
class of employes and subordinate officials that are to be included 
within the term ‘“‘employe’’ under the railway labor act. Addison 
Miller, Inc., permitted to intervene. 

MC 94060, Edwin Nickols Yeary, common carrier application. Ap- 
plicant’s exceptions to recommended order overruled without con- 
sideration, applicant having failed to file additional copies required 
by Commission’s rules although requested to do so on February 14 
and again on March 18. Recommended order made effective as order 
of Commission as of April 18. 

MC 37022, Leslie B. Lyman. Application dismissed on request of 
applicant. 

MC 94467, Russell King. Application dismissed on request of ap- 
plicant. 

MC 95653, Lorenzo P. Calkins. Application dismissed on request 
of applicant. 

No. 28217, Baldwin Laboratories, Inc., et al. vs. Alton & Southern 
et al. A. S. Boyle Co. and Midway Chemical Co. permitted to inter- 
vene. 

Electric railway docket No. 9, status of Oklahoma Railway Co. 
Switchmen’s Union of North America permitted to intervene. 

No. 21996, G. W. Laughlin, assistant grand chief engineer and 
national legislative representative of the Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers et al. vs. A. & R. et al. Complaint dismissed, for want of 
prosecution, and without prejudice. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 

No. 20767, Standard Fire Brick Co. vs. G. C. & S. F. et al. South- 
western carriers, defendants, ask modification of findings and order of 
November 3, 1930, sufficiently to permit carriers to file tariffs providing, 
in lieu of rates made in percentage relations to first-class (column 100) 
rates prescribed or approved in original report in Consolidated South- 
western Cases (No. 13535 et al.) as modified by supplemental reports 
in said proceedings to and including the twentieth, other rates from 
and to southwestern points and points in Colorado made in percentage 
relations to the first-class rates prescribed or approved in the twenty- 
first supplemental report as modified by the twenty-second and twenty- 
fourth supplemental report. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. Clinton 
Transportation Corporation asks modification of order of August 3, 
1938, and supplemental orders thereto, in connection with rates on 
cigars. 

1. & S. No. 4530, transit on cottonseed at Quanah, Tex. Quanah, 
Acme & Pacific, respondent, asks that entire Commission reopen and 
reconsider proceeding, and, pending such reconsideration postpone 
effective date of order to July 15. 

MC-F 299, Pacific Motor Trucking Co., purchase, Thomas Laird, 
dba Klamath Falls-Malin Freight Line. Consolidated Freight Lines, 
Inc., protestant, asks that Commission reopen proceeding for further 
consideration and rehearing. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. R. C. Bars- 
tow, Hadley, Mass., and others, ask Commission to modify its presently 
outstanding orders in so far as said orders prescribe minimum rates 
on lime and limestone products. 

No. 28050, intrastate rates on anthracite in Pennsylvania. Penn- 
sylvania Railroad; Central of New Jersey; Delaware & Hudson; Dela- 
ware, Lackawanna & Western; Lehigh Valley; Maryland & Penn- 
sylvania; New York, Ontaria & Western; Reading Co.; and West Pitts- 
ton-Exeter, respondents, ask Commission to modify its report of 
November 7, 1938, and order of January 4, 1939, so as to permit 
respondents to establish certain reduced rates on not less than five 
days’ notice. 

MC-F 404, Greyhound Corporation, issuance of stock. Applicant, 
Greyhound Corporation, pursuant to order of Commission herein, asks 
permission to sell to Atlantic Greyhound Corporation 100 shares of 
preferred stock of that corporation held by applicant now and prior 
to filing of application herein, for sum of $9,566.50. 

No. 17000, Part 6, rate structure investigation, iron and steel 
articles. Respondent carriers in official territory ask Commission to 
amend list of iron and steel articles set forth in Appendix C at page 
589, et seq., of 155 I. C. C. 517, which is applicable in connection with 
rates between points in official territory including extended Zone C 
territory in Wisconsin and western trunk line ‘‘northwest’’ territory 
by changing the description ‘‘staples’’ to read, ‘‘staples, N. O. I. B. N., 
in Official Classification, galvanized or plain.’’ 

No. 28241, Nederlandsch-Amerikaansche Stoomvaart-Maatschappij 
‘“‘Holland-Amerika Lijn’’ vs. Erie et al. Complainant asks Commission 
to require defendants to admit or deny specifically and in detail each 
material allegation of complaint and state grounds relied on in making 
such denials. 

No. 28215, Valley Steel Products Co. and Mid-Valley Steel Co., 
Lester A. Crancer and George B. Fleischman, co-partners vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al. Trustees of Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific and of Chicago, 
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Rock Island & Gulf, defendants, among others, ask dismissal of com- 
plaint as to each and every issue herein attemped to be raised by 
complainants which Commission heretofore has passed on and adjudi- 
eated by its order or orders in cause entitled Lester A. Crancer and 
George B. Fleischman, copartners (doing business under firm names of 
Valley Steel Products Co. and Mid-Valley Steel Co., respectively) et al. 
vs. Abilene & Southern et al., No. 27535, decided August 6, 1937, 223 
1. c 3. 

No. 27888, Butler Brothers et al. vs. B. & O. et al. Complainants 
ask that Commission reopen case, reconsider matter on evidence sub- 
mitted and find that shipments of hosiery as described therein are 
entitled to commodity rate named on ‘‘knit goods,’’ that they were 
overcharged, and that Rule V statements should be submitted. 

Ex Parte No. 115, general commodity rate increases, 1937, in the 
matter of increases in freight rates and charges, 1937. C. Reiss Coal 
Co. asks that order of November 21, 1938, be modified so as to authorize 
an increase of only 7.5 cents a net ton or 8.5 cents a gross ton on lake- 
cargo coal to lower lake ports if such coal is later re-shipped in line- 
haul movement by railroad. 





UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Report and certificate in F. D. No. 12311, Atlantic Coast Line Rail- 
road Co. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Atlantic Coast 
Line Railroad Co. of a branch line of railroad in Lake county, Fla., 
approved. 

Supplemental report and order in F. D. No. 10359, Baltimore & 
Ohio Railroad Company notes, and F. D. No. 10400, Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad Company securities, modifying order of April 18, 1934, so 
as to permit $2,955,000 of 4 per cent registered serial collateral notes 
to be amended by eliminating therefrom the applicant’s right of re- 
demption, approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 12316, Boston & Albany Rail- 
road Co. et al. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Boston 
& Albany Railroad Co., and abandonment of operation by the New 
York Central Railroad Co., lessee, of part of a branch line of railroad 
in Hampden and Hampshire counties, Mass., approved. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 


The Southern Pacific Co.; and Chicago & North Western 
have filed applications with the Commission for approval of 
proposed modification of signal systems or devices under para- 
graph (b) section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any 
interested party desiring hearing should advise the Commission 
in writing within fifteen days from May 2. 

The Lehigh Valley has filed an application with the Com- 
mission for approval of proposed modification of signal sys- 
tems or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the inter- 
state commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing 
should advise the Commission in writing within fifteen days 
from April 28. 

The Pennsylvania; Baltimore & Ohio; and Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific have filed applications with the Commission 
for approval of proposed modification of signal systems or 
devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the interstate com- 
merce act. Any interested party desiring hearing should ad- 
vise the Commission in writing within fifteen days from May 3. 


ALASKA RAIL ABANDONMENT 


With an expressoin of sympathy for the employes, the 
Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 12164, Copper River 
& Northwestern Railway Co. abandonment, has authorized 
abandonment by that carrier of its entire line from Cordova 
to Kennecott, Alaska, a distance of a little more than 195 
miles. Protestants called attention to the fact that the pro- 
posed abandonment would result in the dismissal of the appli- 
cant’s employes, a number of whom had served it for thirty 
years. Many, the protestants said, were disqualified for em- 
ployment on other lines of railroad because they were over 
forty-five years of age. The protestants asked that appropriate 
provision be made for such employes if abandonment were 
permitted. 

Sympathy for the employes was expressed by the Com- 
mission by its quoting from Chicago Great Western Trackage, 
207 I. C. C. 315. In that case it said ‘our sympathy for em- 
ployes and full realization of the hardships that may and often 
does result to them in the administration of the abandonment 
and other provisions of section 1 (18-20) do not enlarge our 
statutory power or enable us to attach any conditions except 
those required by public convenience and necessity.” 

The capital stock and other securities of the railroad are 
owned by the Kennecott Copper Corporation, and the line was 
built in 1911 primarily to transport copper ores from the copper 
company’s mines from the northern terminus of the line to 
Cordova, its southern terminus, the ores being transported from 
Cordova by water to smelters in Tacoma, Wash. Cordova has 
a population varying from 1,500 in the winter to 2,000 in 
the summer. Kennecott, formerly a mining camp of about 200 
inhabitants, now, according to the report, has only two in- 
habitants. 

The applicant, the Commission said, could not be expected 
to continue operation of its line indefinitely for the benefit of 
communities unable to support a railroad. 


——— nae 


~~ —————— 
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Proposed Reports 





in I. C. C. Cases 





CONTRACT MOTOR CARRIER RATES 


gare that findings were without prejudice to other or dif- 
\) ferent conclusions which might be reached in the general 
investigation in Ex Parte MC 27, central territory contract 
carrier rates, joint board 195 in a proposed report on MC C-78, 
Anderson Motor Service Co. et al. vs. Herman L. Beasley and 
George Daley, doing business as B & D Transportation, has 
recommended that the Commission find unreasonable and un- 
duly preferential minimum contract carrier rates or charges 
of Beasley and Daley on various commodities between St. 
Louis, Mo., and Chicago, Ill. The joint board said that the 
rates or charges were lower than the contemporaneous com- 
mon carrier rates. 

The joint board found that the assailed rates, charges, 
and minima were, and for the future would be, unreasonable 
and unduly preferential to defendants, to the extent that they 
were lower than the rates, charges, and minima found reason- 
able for application by common carriers on the same com- 
modities and between the same points in Motor Carrier Rates 
in Central Territory, 8 M. C. C. 233, and that defendants should 
be required to establish and maintain for application on such 
commodities, rates, charges, and minimum weights not lower 
than those prescribed therein, as minima between St. Louis 
and Chicago. 

Complainants, 17 in number, the report said, were motor 
common carriers of the so-called St. Louis-Chicago Operators, 
which association has for its purpose the establishment and 
maintenance of uniform rates, charges and regulations by all 
motor carriers operating between St. Louis and Chicago. They 
alleged, according to the report, that the minimum rates or 
charges in the defendants’ tariff MF-I. C. C. 18 on various com- 
modities, truckload and less than truckload, were less than 
reasonable minimum rates or charges, in violation of the motor 


carrier act, and asked prescription of minimum reasonable 
rates. 


Defendants’ schedule, the report said, contained commodity 
rates in some instances on less than truckload and volume 
quantities, and in others on varying volume minima only, 
some as low as 1,500 pounds, but more often on 10,000 pounds 
or more. It pointed out that defendants’ minimum rates on 
less than truckload quantities or on low volume minima were 
substantially under the level maintained by complainants. The 
minimum rates assailed on quantities of 10,000 pounds or over, 
the report said, produced truck-mile earnings which were in 
all instances considerably lower than those produced by com- 
plainants’ rates on the same or comparable minimum weights. 
A notable example of low earnings, continued the report, was 
that applicable to such high grade commodities as tobacco, 
cigars and cigarettes. Defendants’ minimum rate of 25 cents 
on 12,000 pounds, it said, produced a truck-mile earning of 
only 10 cents, while the second class rate of 70 cents applied 


by complainants on the same weight produced 25 cents a truck- 
mile. 


“The reason defendants were able to secure the volume of 
business handled by them is possibly due to the extremely low 
rates as compared with those of common carriers serving the 
same points,” said the joint board. 


TABLE SAUCES TO THE SOUTH 


A proposal that the Commission find unlawful proposed 
reduced classification ratings on sandwich spread and table 
sauces, less than truckload, from Chicago, Ill., to stations in 
Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mis- 
sissippi, the Carolinas, Tennessee or Virginia, has been made 
by Examiner J. L. Bradford in a recommended report in I. and 
S. M. 447, sandwich spread and table sauces, Chicago, IIl., to 
south, served May 3. The examiner said that the classification 
characteristics of the considered commodities compared favor- 
ably with those of commodities rated third class or higher in 
less than truckloads, and the evidence was convincing that a 
lower rating for application in the terrifory mentioned would 
not be lawful. 

Schedules filed by R. L. Weck and other motor carrier 
tariff publishing agents proposed to establish, effective August 
27, 1938, reduced ratings on sandwich spread, n. o. i., table 
sauces, n. o. i., catsup, prepared horseradish, prepared mustard, 


pepper sauce and/or salad dressing of class 57 when packed in 
pails, in boxes or crates, or in metal cans in crates; and of 
fourth class when packed in metal cans, glass or earthenware 
containers, in barrels or boxes, or in bulk in barrels. They 


were suspended until May 24, 1939, on protest of southern rail 
carriers. 


Respondents, the report said, contended that the proposal 
was designed primarily to place the truck rates from Chicago 
on the same basis as truck rates from St. Louis and southern 
Illinois points, thereby removing the undue prejudice and dis- 
advantage with which the Chicago manufacturer was now con- 
fronted. Protestants, alleging that the proposed ratings were 
unlawful because they would result in unfair and destructive 
competitive practices, directed attention to the Commission’s 
admontition in Fifteen Per Cent Case, 1937-38, 226 I. C. C. 41, 
against rail frittering away the increases granted therein by 
improvident reductions for casual or competitive purposes or 
because of the pressure of shippers who wielded the threat of 
diversion of traffic. In view of the conclusions expressed in 
that case that said the examiner, a portion of the additional 
revenue required by the rail and motor carriers should be 
obtained by increasing rates which were below the maximum 
levels found reasonable by the Commission, protestants sug- 
gested that the proper way to equalize the ratings applicable 
on the considered commodities from St. Louis and Chicago 
would be to raise the former to the levels of the latter, “and 
they indicated their willingness to cooperate with the motor 
carriers in achieving this end to the extent of increasing their 


own ratings from St. Louis and southern Illinois points to the 
same levels.” 


T. & P. MOTOR OPERATION 


Joint board 77 in a proposed report on MC 50544, Sub. 
No. 7, Texas & Pacific Motor Transport Co., extension—alter- 
nate routes, served May 4, has recommended that the Com- 
mission authorize operation by the Texas & Pacific Motor 
Transport Co., a subsidiary of the Texas & Pacific Railway Co., 
as a common carrier by motor of general commodities, with 
exceptions, between Weatherford and Mineral Wells, Tex., 
over U. S. highway 80, and between the junction of Texas high- 
way 89 and U. S. highway 80, near Strawn, Tex., and Weather- 
ford, over Texas highway 89, serving Thurber as an interme- 
diate point. 

The authorization recommended is subject to the usual 
conditions, among which is that the service to be performed 
shall be limited to service which is auxiliary to, or supple- 
mental of, rail service of the Texas & Pacific Railway Co.; 
and that applicant shall not serve, or interchange traffic at, any 
point not a station on a rail line of the railway. The primary 
purpose of the application, according to the report, is so that 
applicant may render its present service in a more economical 
and expeditious manner. The report said the operation would 
not enlarge applicant’s present service by rail except to and 
from Thurber. The case was handled under a modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing may be had on request. Exceptions to the 


report, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of 
service. 


BURLINGTON MOTOR OPERATION 


A recommendation that the Commission authorize opera- 
tion by the Burlington Transportation Co. as a common carrier 
by motor of passengers, and their baggage, and newspapers, 
express, and mail, in the same vehicle with passengers, over a 
specified route between Nebraska City, Neb., and Sidney, Ia., 
has been made by joint board 138 in a proposed report on MC 
2180, Sub. No. 4, Burlington Transportation Co., extension of 
operations—Sidney, Ia., served May 4. The report said that 
except for the necessary directors’ qualifying shares, all appli- 
cant’s stock was owned by the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy. 
Applicant, according to the report, employs 295 drivers and 100 
busses in its operations over routes in ten states. No additional 


equipment was required to institute the proposed service, added 
the report. 


According to the report, the route, while auxiliary or sup- 
plementary to rail service of the applicant in reaching Sidney 
or Nebraska City, will also provide applicant with a river cross- 
ing which will secure to it the long haul between points east 
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and west of the river on its system as well as to points served 
by the National Trailways or other competitive system lines. 


BREWERS FLAKES 


No. 28108, Henry Lauhoff Cereal Mills vs. Detroit & Toledo 
Shore Line et al. By Examiner H. W. Archer. Emergency 
charges assessed, shipments of brewers’ flakes from and to 
points in official territory in 1935 and 1936, proposed to be 
found applicable but unreasonable and unduly prejudicial. 
Reparation proposed to be awarded where the charges had been 
collected and collection of outstanding charges proposed to be 
directed. The examiner said the Commission should find that the 
emergency charge was applicable but that the publication thereof 
was unauthorized and that the assessment thereof on com- 
plainant’s shipments of brewers’ flakes was unreasonable, unduly 
prejudicial to users of that commodity, and unduly preferential 
of users of corn grits. The emergency charges assessed, the 
carriers contended, were authorized in Ex Parte 115. 


MOTOR PROPOSED REPORTS 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration of 
20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), be 
come effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State in 
which applicant has home office is shown in ‘‘black face’’ type.) 


Utah—MC 100106, Ivan Ray Hoffman, common carrier 
application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 28. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, in round-trip or 
one-way charter operations, from Randolph and Woodruff, 
Utah, to West Yellowstone, Mont., Kemmerer, Evanston, 
Lyman, Ft. Bridger and Cokeville, Wyo., Salt Lake City, Ogden, 
Coalville, Saltair, Lagoon, Morgan, Como Springs, Provo, 
Logan and Brigham, Utah; and Fish Haven, Paris, Montpelier, 
Lava Hot Springs, and Sulphur Hot Springs, Ida. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

New York—MC 95818, Benjamin Krassow, common carrier 
application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 28. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Household goods, between points in Rockland 
county, N. Y., on the one hand, and points in New Jersey and 
New York, on the other, over irregular routes. Modified proce- 
dure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of serice. 

lowa—MC 95566, Lane Attema, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 147. Served April 28. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock, between Rock Valley, Ia., and points within 15 mlies 
thereof, and Sioux Falls, Yankton, and Canton, S. D.; agricul- 
tural implements and parts from Sioux Falls to Rock Valley and 
points within 15 miles thereof, and live stock and grain between 
Rock Valley and points within 15 miles thereof, and Luverne, 
Minn. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if 
any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 95504, Fred Thedens, Jr., common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 147. Served April 28. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between points in Iowa, South 
Dakota, and Minnesota, over irregular routes. Modified proce- 
dure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

New York—MC 95080, Middle Village Feed Co., Inc., con- 
tract carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 
28. Permit recommended. Animal and poultry feeds, grains, 
and peat moss, from Jersey City, N. J., to points in Nassau and 
Suffolk counties, N. Y., and empty bags on return trips, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

New Jersey—MC 94893, Henry Suydam, common carrier 
application. Examiner Herbert P. Haley. Served April 28. 
Denial of application proposed. General commodities, including 
feed, chemicals, commodities in bulk, and those requiring spe- 
cial equipment, between points in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, 
Maryland, and the District of Columbia. 

Nebraska—MC 94863, William Gregory, common carrier 
application, embracing also MC 90998, Same, common or con- 
tract carrier application.’ Examiner L. B. Dunn. Served April 
28. Denial of application in MC 94863 proposed, specified com- 
modities between points in Nebraska, Iowa, Kansas and Mis- 
souri. Dismissal of application in MC 90998, same operation 
as in the preceding application, proposed at request of applicant. 

lowa—MC 94691, H. M. Bly, common carrier application. 
Joint board 144. Served April 28. Certificate recommended. 
Live stock from Arlington, Ia., to Chicago, Ill., in part over 
regular route and in part over irregular routes, and other speci- 
fied commodities on return over such regular and irregular 
routes from points in Illinois including Chicago. Modified proce- 
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dure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

New York—MC 94594, Flatbush Moving Van Co., Inc., com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 
28. Certificate proposed. Household goods between New York, 
N. Y., on the one hand, and points in New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
and New York, on the other, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Oregon—MC 94340, Fred Forrest Roach, dba Auto Towing 
Service, common carrier application. Joint board 45. Served 
April 28. Certificate recommended. Wrecked and disabled 
motor vehicles between points in Washington and Oregon, over 
irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 
days from date of service. 

Massachusetts—MC 94224, Arthur Garfield Roderick, Jr., 
dba A. G. Roderick Taxi & Trucking, common carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner C. E. Brooks. Served April 28. Certificate 
recommended. Household goods between Salem, Mass., on the 
one hand, and points in Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Con- 
necticut, Rhode Island and New York, on the other, over 
irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 94016, L. W. Corbett, dba Corbett Trans- 
fer, contract carrier application. Examiner W. E. Messer. 
Served April 28. Permit proposed. Brick and tile from Sum- 
merville and Lewis Run, Pa., to points in Ohio, New York, 
and Maryland, over irregular routes, with no transportation for 
compensation on return, except with refused, rejected, or re- 
turned shipments. 

Pennsylvania—MC 93384, Benjamin E. Grove, common 
carrier application. Examiner A. J. Sullivan. Served April 28. 
Denial of application proposed. Automobiles from Detroit, 
Mich., and Buffalo, N. Y., to points in New York. New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Maryland, and the District of Columbia, over 
irregular routes. 

_ lowa—MC 92881, H. M. Youngblood, common carrier an- 
plication. Examiner W. R. Frizzell. Served April 28. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. Specified commodities between 
points in Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, Illinois, Wiscon- 
sin, and South Dakota. 

New Jersey—MC 92366, Irving Shapiro, dba Shapiro’s Ex- 
press, contract carrier application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. 
Served April 28. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. 
General commodities between Paterson, N. J., on the one hand, 
and points in Pennsylvania, New York, and Connecticut, on 
the other. 

South Dakota—MC 90759, Ernest McKee, common carrier 
application. Joint board 148. Served April 28. Denial of appli- 
cation proposed. General commodities between points within 
25 miles of Lake Andes, S. D., and Sioux City, Ia., over irregular 
routes. 

Illinois—MC 89946, George L. Miller, dba Miller Trans- 
portation, common carrier application. Joint board 149. Served 
April 28. Certificate proposed. Uncrated furniture, store fix- 
tures, household goods, new and used, between Chicago, IIl., 
on the one hand, and specified points in Illinois, on the other, 
over irregular routes. 

Indiana—MC 89759, Isler Cartage, Inc., common carrier 
application. Joint board 72. Served April 28. Certificate 
recommended. General commodities between terminals of over- 
the-road carriers serving Indianapolis, Ind., and points in In- 
dianapolis and within 8 miles of the city limits thereof, over 
irregular routes. 

New Jersey—MC 89697, Joseph George Krajicek, common 
carrier application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. Served April 28. 
Certificate recommended. Lacquer solvents, cleaning solvents, 
industrial alcohol, and acetates between Elizabeth, Bayway, 
Lyndhurst, Newark and Carlstadt, N. J., on the one hand, and 
New York, N. Y., and Philadelphia, Pa., on the other, over 
irregular routes, limited to movements in bulk, in tank trucks. 

Minnesota—MC 89662, R. C. Claeys, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 144. Served April 28. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between points in Iowa, Minne- 
sota, and Illinois. 

South Dakota—MC 89461, Harvey G. Fitzgerald, dba Fitz- 
gerald Transfer, contract carrier application. Joint board 303. 
Served April 28. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. 
Beer and beer equipment between points in South Dakota, Min- 
nesota and Wisconsin. 

Oklahoma—MC 74037, Sub. No. 2, Jones-Spicer, Inc., Ken- 
tucky-Tennessee extension. Joint board 25. Served April 28. 
Denial of certificate proposed. Oil field equipment, supplies, 
machinery and materials, between points in Kentucky and 
Tennessee, over irregular routes. 

Texas—MC 65653, Sub. No. 1, Wald Transfer and Storage 
Co., Inc., extension of operations. Joint board 77. Served 
April 28. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General 
commodities between specified points in Texas. 
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Minnesota—MC 55732, Sub. No. 1, Curtis Clemmetson, 
general commodity extension. Joint board 144. Served April 
28. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Applicant sought 
a certificate to transport general commodities between specified 
points in Illinois, Iowa and Minnesota. 

Florida—MC 45795, George T. Rollings, dba Seminole 
Travel and Tours, broker application. Joint board 205. Served 
April 28. Denial of application proposed on finding applicant’s 
operations not to be those of a broker. Applicant sought a 
license to operate as a broker of transportation of passengers 
and their baggage within the United States. 

Oregon—MC 42684, White Star Freight Lines, Inc., suc- 
cessor in interest to Schilling Auto Freight, Inc., common car- 
rier application. Joint board 172. Served April 28. Denial 
of application proposed. General commodities between points 
within Oregon. The denial was based on a cessation of opera- 
tions over which applicant had control. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within twenty-five days from date of service. 

INinois—MC 38533, Sub. No. 1, G. C. Welsh, common car- 
rier application. Examiner Reece Harrison. Served April 28. 
Certificate recommended. Oil field machinery, supplies and 
equipment between rail head and oil field locations in Illinois, 
Missouri, Indiana and Kentucky. 

Texas—MC 34209, Sub. No. 1, J. S. Brimberry, dba Oilfield 
Transportation Co., extension of operations. Joint board 33. 
Served April 28. Certificate proposed. Oil field machinery and 
equipment, between warehouses and railroad sidings, on the 
one hand, and oil well locations, on the other, and between 
oil well locations in Lea County, N. M., and in Texas, over 
irregular routes. 

California—MC 33239, S. F. Harrington, common carrier 
application, embracing also Sub. No. 1, Sumner Fernando Har- 
rington—extension—California. Examiner A. T. Palmer. 
Served April 28. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. 
Applicant sought a certificate to transport general commodities 
between points in California, over irregular routes. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within twenty-five days from date 
of service. 

Washington—MC 26067, Sub. No. 1, Joe Eiseman, dba Eise- 
man Transfer, extension of operations—California and Idaho. 
Examiner Albert E. Stephan. Served April 28. Denial of 
certificate proposed. General commodities between points in 
Washington, Oregon, Idaho and California. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within twenty-five days from date of service. 

Washington—MC 86952, Vognild Yakima Chief Freight 
Lines, successor in interest to Henry Vognild, dba Vognild 
Truck Line, common carrier application. Joint board 45. 
Served April 28. On further hearing, certificate proposed. 
General commodities, with exceptions, between Portland, Ore., 
or Vancouver, Wash., on the one hand, and all intermediate 
points between Camas and Goldendale, Wash., on the other, 
over specified routes. Prior report, 4 M. C. C. 736. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within twenty-five days from date of 
service. 

Illinois—MC 95716, George Johnston, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner Reece Harrison. Served April 29. Denial 
for want of prosecution proposed. Specified commodities be- 
tween points in Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky and Tennessee. 

South Dakota—MC 95577, Ferdinand H. Hieb, common 
carrier application. Joint board 148. Served April 29. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Live stock from Tripp, S. D., and points 
within twenty miles thereof, to Sioux City, Ia., and feed and 
tankage, in the opposite direction. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty 
days from date of service. 

Illinois—MC 95474, George Herbert, common carrier appli- 
cation. Examiner Reece Harrison. Served April 29. Denial 
for want of prosecution proposed. General commodities be- 
tween points in Illinois, Ohio, Indiana and Missouri. 


New Jersey—MC 95406, Charles Szabo, Sr., dba Charles 
Szabo Trucking and Forwarding Co.—New Brunswick, N. J., 
common carrier application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. Served 
April 29. Denial of application proposed. General commodi- 
ties between points in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecti- 
cut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Mary- 
land, Ohio and the District of Columbia, over irregular routes. 

Florida—MC 94994, Geo. H. Fischer and Edward E. 
Fischer, dba Fischer Truck Line, contract carrier application. 
Joint board 205. Served April 29. Permit proposed. Citrus 
fruits and fresh vegetables from Winter Garden, Fla., to Jack- 
sonville, Fla., and fertilizer from Jacksonville to Winter Garden 
over U. S. highway 17. 

Ohio—MC 94341, John Steber, common carrier application. 
Joint board 27. Served April 29. Certificate recommended. 
Continuance of operation, construction materials, in bulk, be- 
tween all points in Lawrence and Beaver counties, Pa., on the 
one hand, and Columbiana and Mahoning counties, O., on the 
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other, over irregular routes, and industrial coal, in bulk, from 
Red Hill, Pa., to Youngstown, O., over regular routes. 

West Virginia—MC 94134, Lilburn P. Jack, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 59. Served April 29. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Coal, road building materials and house- 
hold movings, between points in Ohio, Pennsylvania and West 
Virginia, within fifty miles of Elm Grove, W. Va., over irregular 
routes. 

West Virginia—MC 94091, D. S. Crane, dba Allegheny 
Creamery Co., contract carrier application. Joint board 206. 
Served April 29. Denial of permit proposed. Farm products 
and malt beverages, over specified routes, between Terra Alta, 
W. Va., on the one hand, and Cumberland, Md., and Pittsburgh, 
Pa., on the other. 

South Dakota—MC 93941, Eugene Dyer, common carrier 
application. Examiner Virgil J. Livingstone. Served April 
29. Certificate recommended. Specified commodities between 
points in South Dakota, Iowa, Wyoming and Montana. 

Maryland—MC 93743, Vernon M. Starry, dba Mount Ver- 
non Transportation Co., common carrier application. Examiner 
H. J. Vinskey. Served April 29. Denial for want of prosecu- 
tion proposed. General commodities between points in Mary- 
land, Delaware, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New York, Con- 
necticutt, Virginia, West Virginia, Ohio, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia, Florida and the District of Columbia. 

New Jersey—MC 93729, George Dunn and Russell Dunn, 
dba Dunn’s Express & Transportation, common carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. Served April 29. Certificate 
proposed. Textile sizings and softners, Woodbridge, N. J., to 
Johnstown and Gloversville, N. Y., and to Southbridge and 
Fiskdale, Mass.; automotive rubber from Rahway, N. J., to New 
York, N. Y.; pitch, tallow binder, and fire brick from Wood- 
bridge to New York, N. Y.; plaster from Linden, N. J., to 
New York; and lamp black from New York to Rahway, over 
irregular routes. 

Maryland—MC 93661, Oliver S. Beefelt, dba Beefelt 
Freight Lines, common carrier application. Examiner H. J. 
Vinskey. Served April 29. Denial for want of prosecution pro- 
posed. General commodities between points in Maryland, New 
York, New Jersey, Delaware, Pennsylvania, Virginia, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Ohio, West Vir- 
ginia and the District of Columbia. 

Oregon—MC 93013, Chester Arthur Pullen, dba Rose City 
& Park Rose Trans. Co., common carrier application. Examiner 
Albert Stephan. Served April 29. Dismissal of application 
proposed at request of applicant. Household goods between 
points in Oregon, Washington, California and Idaho, over ir- 
regular routes. 

West Virginia—MC 92611, George W. Thomas, contract 
carrier application. Joint board 59. Served April 29. Permit 
recommended. Tanks, gasoline dispensing pumps, lubricating 
oil and grease, Wheeling, W. Va., to points in Ohio and Penn- 
sylvania, within 50 miles of Wheeling, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 90221, Ronald Bickel, common carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner W. R. Frizzell. Served April 29. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Live stock between Cromwell, Ia., and 
points within a radius of 10 miles thereof, on the one hand, 
and Omaha, Neb., on the other, over irregular routes. 


Utah—MC 89899, A. Leslie Webb, contract carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 173. Served April 29. Permit proposed. 
Creamery products, Laketown, Utah, to Montpelier, Ida., and 
empty containers and creamery supplies. on return; and a sea- 
sonal operation of coal from Kemmerer, Wyo., to Laketown, 
over specified routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

Nebraska—MC 89853, Frank H. Race, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 233. Served April 29. Permit pro- 
posed. Crude petroleum and petroleum products, excluding 
gasoline, Osage, Wyo., to Crawford, Neb.; Lance Creek, Wyo., 
to Crawford; and from Lusk to Crawford; and fuel oil from 
Crawford to Ardmore, S. D. 

New York—MC 88464, Pierce Freight Lines, Inc., exten- 
scion of operations, common carrier application. Examiner L. 
R. Conley. Served April 29. Certificate recommended. Speci- 
fied commodities from and to certain points in New York, New 
Jersey and Pennsylvania, over regular and irregular routes. 

New York—MC 70917, A. F. D., Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner E. B. Cosby. Served April 29. Denial of 
application proposed. General commodities between points 
in New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Connecticut, Mas- 
sachusetts, Rhode Island and Ohio, over regular and irregular 
routes. 

Indiana—MC 70243, Sub. No. 3, Matt Knecht, dba Matt 
Knecht Trucking Co., extension of operations—Ohio. Joint board 
60. Served April 29. Permit proposed. Lime, Delaware and Wood- 
ville, O., to points in Indiana and vitrified sewer pipe and flue 
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lining from Dennison and Uhrichsville, O., to points in Indiana 
on and south of U. S. highway 40, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 65991, World Wide Carriers, Inc., common 
carrier application. Examiner G. E. Proudley. Served April 
29. Certificate recommended. Continuance of operation, used 
household goods, office furniture and fixtures, between New 
York, N. Y., and points within 25 miles of Columbus Circle, 
on the one hand, and points in Alabama, Connecticut, District 
of Columbia, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, North Carolina, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, 
Tennessee and Virginia, on the other, over irregular routes. 

Minnesota—MC 49490, Sub. No. 1, Harlow Andrew Osteboe, 
dba Windom Dray & Storage, household goods extension. Ex- 
aminer Virgil J. Livingstone. Served April 29. Certificate 
recommended. Household goods between Windom, Minn., and 
points in Minnesota within 35 miles thereof, on the one hand, 
and points in Iowa, South Dakota and North Dakota, on the 
other, over irregular routes. 

Minnesota—MC 28573, Sub. No. 2, Great Northern Ry. 
Co., extension of operations—Malin, Ore. Joint board 172. 
Served April 29. Certificate proposed. General commodities 
between Klamath Falls, Ore., and Malin, Ore., over Oregon 
highways 66 and 39, serving the intermediate points of Merrill 
and Adams Point, Ore., in substituted rail service between rail- 
road stations only. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 
days from date of service. 

Wisconsin—MC 24103, Sub. No. 1, Norman R. Gilbert, 
common carrier application, Iowa extension. Joint board 181. 
Served April 29. Certificate proposed. Household goods, emi- 
grant movables, and store stocks, furniture and fixtures, be- 
tween Hudson, Wis., and points in Wisconsin within 20 miles 
thereof, on the one hand, and all points in Iowa and Minne- 
sota, on the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 23293. Sub. No. 1, Leaman Transpor- 
tation Co., Inc., extension—Ridgefield Park and South Kearny. 
Examiner A. J. Sullivan. Served April 29. Permit proposed. 
Petroleum products in tank trucks from South Kearny, N. J., 
to Hillburn, Warwick and Ramapo, N. Y., and a seasonal op- 
eration from Ridgefield Park, N. J., to Monticello, Monroe and 
Newburg. N. Y., over irregular routes, and returned or re- 
jected shipments on return. 

New York—MC 5164, Fred C. Carpenter, common carrier 
application Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 29. Denial 
of application proposed. General commodities between Syra- 
cuse. N. Y., and noints in New York. over irregular routes. 

Minnesota—MC 3478, Sub. No. 1, Frank Berghorst. dba 
Berghorst Transportation Co., extension—live stock. Joint board 
147. Served April 29. Certificate recommended. Live stock 
between Hills, Minn., and points in Minnesota and Iowa within 
15 miles thereof. on the one hand, and Sioux Falls, S. D., on 
the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on reguest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 

Ohio—MC 2042, Moore Transportation Co., common carrier 
application. Examiner Allan F. Borroughs. Served April 29. 
Certificate recommended. On further hearing, finding in prior 
report 3 M. C. C. 585 revised to grant authority to transport 
peanut butter from Dayton, O., to Pittsburgh, Pa.; also con- 
tinuance of operation, magazines, advertising matter, paper 
patterns, empty roller cases and empty beverage containers 
from Dayton to Chicago, Ill., empty beverage containers from 
Dayton to Maywood, IIl., non-intoxicating beverages and 
charged water from Maywood to Dayton and condensed milk 
from Dayton to Pittsburgh. 


British Columbia—MC 94111, Alexander Bryce, dba Bryce 
Cartage & Storage, common carrier application, embracing also 
Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations, Vancouver, B. C.— 
general commodities. Joint board 237. Served April 29. Cer- 
tificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween Seattle, Wash., and the British Columbia-Washington 
state line near Blaine, Wash., and all intermediate points and 
the off-route point of Sedro-Woolley, Wash. Exceptions, if 
any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

New York—MC 89864, Peter John Campbell, dba Campbell 
Vans, common carrier application. Examiner L. J. P. Fichthorn. 
Served April 29. Denial of application proposed. Household 
goods between points in New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Delaware, Maryland, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Massachusetts, 
and the District of Columbia over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 89635, Michael Keller, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 67. Served April 29. Permit recom- 
mended. Paper and paper products, Salisbury Mills, N. Y., to 
New York, N. Y., points within New Jersey within 15 miles 
inland from the Atlantic seacoast, and Philadelphia, Pa.; 
woodpulp from the piers located within the commercial zone 
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of New York to Salisbury Mills; fertilizer, farm tools and im- 
plements used by hand, and parts of brooder equipment from 
South Kearney, N. J.; lime from McAfee, N. J., and molasses 
from Weehawken, N. J., to Washingtonville, N. Y., and points 
within 15 miles of Washingtonville over irregular routes. 

New Jersey—MC 31044, Apex Express, Inc., common car- 
rier application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. Served April 29. 
Certificate proposed. Particular commodities between points 
in New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, and the 
District of Columbia, over specified routes, and general com- 
modities between points in New York, New Jersey and Penn- 
sylvania, over both specified and unspecified routes. 

Texas—MC F-795, Sunset Motor Lines, consolidated, Brady 
Freight Lines, Inc., et al. Joint board 77. Served April 29. 
Recommends approval of consolidation of Brady Freight Lines, 
Inc., San Antonio, Tex., and Sunset Truck Lines, Inc., San 
Angelo, Tex., as Sunset Motor Lines subject to the filing of 
new lease agreements. 

Missouri—MC 89207 Monark Egg Corporation, contract 
carrier application. Examiner Curtis C. Henderson. Served 
April 29. Denial of permit proposed. Manufactured products 
of fish, fresh or frozen, including shell fish, between points in 
Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, Oklahoma, Illinois, Indiana, 
Kentucky, West Virginia, Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, Massa- 
chusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, New Jersey, Delaware, 
Maryland, and Virginia, over irregular routes. The examiner 
proposed that the operation in the transportation of eggs be 
found to be that of a private carrier for which no certificate 
or permit was necessary. The examiner also proposed that 
opperation by applicant as a contract carrier of fish in their 
natural state (whole fish) and oysters in their natural state 
(in the shell), be found exempt under the provisions of section 
203 (b) (6) of the motor carrier act, for which no certificate or 
permit was necessary. 

Ontario, Canada—MC 95035, N. M. Neilson, common car- 
rier application, embracing also 82 additional applications in 
Ontario, Canada. Joint board 248. Served April 29. Certifi- 
cates proposed. Forest products, between International Falls, 
Minn., and the international boundary between the United 
States and Canada at International Falls, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

INinois—MC 95723, Charles L. Wright, common carrier 
application. Examiner Reece Harrison. Served May 2. De- 
nial of prosecution proposed. Agricultural products, live stock, 
fertilizer, lumber and coal between points in Illinois, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Tennessee and Alabama. 

lowa—MC 95576, Elmer K. Lursen, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 147. Served May 2. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock between Little Rock, Ia., and points in Iowa and 
Minnesota within ten miles thereof, on the one hand, and S‘oux 
Falls, S. D., on the other, and agricultural implements and 
parts, and feed, from Sioux Falls to Little Rock and vicinity, 
over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

South Dakota—MC 95502, Kasper L. Sogn and Wilmer 
Sogn, common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. 
Served May 2. Certificate proposed. Live stock between Can- 
ton, S. D., and points in South Dakota within twenty miles 
thereof, on the one hand, and points in Iowa, on the other; 
and live stock and poultry feeds, from Sioux City, Ia., to Can- 
ton, and points in South Dakota within twenty miles thereof, 
over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

New Mexico—MC 94668, C. L. East, common carrier ap- 
plication—Texas. Joint board 33. Served May 2. Dismissal 
of application proposed at request of applicant. Oil field 
equipment and supplies between points in New Mexico and 
Texas, over irregular routes. 

Oregon—MC 94531, Bert L. Bowlsby and Bruce F. Bowls- 
by, copartners, dba Irvington Transfer & Storage Co., common 
carrier application. Joint board 45. Served May 2. Denial 
of application proposed. Specified commodities between points 
in Oregon and Washington, over irregular routes. 

Wisconsin—MC 94044, Harold Moe, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 142. Served May 2. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Live stock from specified points in St. Croix 
County, Wis., to South St. Paul, Minn., over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Wisconsin—MC 93807, William H. Murphy, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 142. Served May 2. Certificate 
recommended. Live stock from Oak Grove, Diamond Bluff, 
Trimbelle, and Clifton townships, Pierce County, Wis., to South 
St. Paul and Newport, Minn.; and general commodities with 
exceptions, from Minneapolis, St. Paul, South St. Paul and 
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New Port, Minn., to the before mentioned Wisconsin origin 
points, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty 
days from date of service. 

New York—MC 92237, L. Rothman Trucking Co., Inc., 
common carrier application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. Served 
May 2. Certificate proposed. General commodities between 
New York, N. Y., and Newark, N. J., over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 90317, Floyd Brown, common carrier 
application. Examiner L. R. Condley. Served May 2. Cer- 
tificate recommended. Specified commodities, from Owego, 
Johnson City, and Elmira, N. Y., to Skinners Eddy, Pa., with 
no transportation for compensation on return, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Oklahoma—MC 89963, G. E. Chevalley, common carrier 
application. Joint board 39. Served May 2. Certificate pro- 
posed. Sand, A B rock, grain, posts, lumber and transformers, 
between Dewey, Okla., on the one hand, and points within the 
area of a sixty-mile radius thereof in Kansas and Oklahoma, 
on the other, over irregular routes. 

Texas—MC 89858, Ramon Telles, dba Ramon’s Transfer 
and Taxi, common carrier application. Joint board 77. Served 
May 2. Dismissal of application proposed at request of appli- 
cant. General commodities within the city limits of El Paso, 
Tex., over irregular routes. 

Texas—MC 89819, Fred Young, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 210. Served May 2. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Oilfield equipment between points in 
New Mexico, Oklahoma and Texas, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 89788, Celestino Maddoni, dba Norris- 
town Hauling Co., common carrier application. Joint board 
255. Served May 2. Certificate proposed. Bituminous con- 
crete or black top, from Norristown, Pa., and points within 
two miles thereof, Philadelphia and Oreland, Pa., to Wilming- 
ton, Del., and points in a defined area in New Jersey, and 
crushed stone and sand from Norristown, Pa., to Camden, 
N. J., over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty 
days from date of service. 

South Dakota—MC 89379, Jessie Sanders, dba Triangle I 
Ranch and Lodge, common carrier application. Joint board 
230. Served May 2. Denial of application proposed. Pas- 
sengers between Hisega, S. D., and points in western South 
Dakota over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 88871, Maurice Thornhill and Robert 
Traux, dba Thornhill & Traux, contract carrier application. 
Examiner Paul A. Colvin. Served May 2. Permit proposed. 
Cheese from Heuvelton, N. Y., to Pittsfield, Springfield, Somer- 
ville, Worcester and Boston, Mass., Hartford, Conn., Rutland, 
Vt., and Philadelphia, Pa., over specified routes. 

New York—MC 86827, Reuben J. Kleiman, dba Pierce 
Arrow Mountain Line, common carrier application, embracing 
also MC 86815, Robert Warsawer, dba Pierce Arrow Moun- 
tain Line, common carrier application. Examiner H. L. Han- 
back. Served May 2. Certificate recommended on finding 
applicants’ operations to be those of common carriage and 
special, within the meaning of section 207(a) of the motor 
carrier act. Passengers and their baggage in door-to-door serv- 
ice, between Brooklyn, N. Y., on the one hand, and points in 
Sullivan County, N. Y., on the other, over irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 62053, Carl W. Schmidt, dba W & H Trans- 
fer Co., common or contract carrier application. Examiner L. 
B. Dunn. Served May 2. Dismissal of application proposed at 
request of applicant. General commodities, including house- 
hold goods, between points in Nebraska, Iowa, Colorado, Wyo- 
mink and Kansas, over irregular and regular routes. 

lowa—MC 61523, Sub. No. 1, R. O. Seaton, dba Seaton 
Truck Lines, extension Minnesota. Joint board 146. Served 
May 2. Denial of certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between La Crescent, Minn., and Davis Cor- 
ners, Ia., over a specified route. 


Massachusetts—MC 56541, Sub. No. 4. New England 
Transportation Co., extension of operations—New Rochelle- 
Flushing. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served May 2. Certificate 
recommended. Passengers and their baggage, in the period of 
the World’s Fair in 1939 and 1940, over regular routes, between 
New Rochelle, N. Y., and the World’s Fair Grounds in Fush- 
ing, Long Island, N. Y. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

Oregon—MC 52005, Sub. No. 1, Pihl Transfer & Storage 
Co., extension of operations—Washington. Joint board 45. 
Served May 2. Dismissal of application for a certificate pro- 
posed at request of applicant. General commodities between 
points in Oregon and Washington over irregular routes. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 
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North Dakota—MC 37427, Sub. No. 1, Ross Case, dba Ross 
Case Transfer, extension of operations. Joint board 24. Served 
May 2. Certificate proposed. Live stock, feed, tankage, farm 
machinery and emigrant movables, between St. Paul, Minn., 
and Mohall, N. D., between Mohall and Cando, N. D., and be- 
tween Grand Forks and Mohall, N. D., over regular routes. 

South Dakota—MC 37383, Black Hills, Transportation Co., 
extension of operations—Omaha. Joint board 184. Served May 
2. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
over specified route between Rapid City, S. D., and Omaha, 
Neb., and certain intermediate points. 

New York—MC 33556, James A. Stevenson Co., common 
carrier application. Examiner G. E. Proudley. Served May 2. 
Certificate proposed. Continuance of operation, specified com- 
modities, over irregular routes, in New York, New Jersey, Con- 
necticut, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Pennsylvania, Delaware, 
Maryland and the District of Columbia. 

Ohio—MC 30623, Albert Rehl, Jr., dba Rehl Trucking Co., 
contract carrier application. Examiner Mack Myers. Served 
May 2. Permit proposed. Continuance of operations, specified 
commodities, over irregular routes between specified points in 
Ohio, Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, Pennsylvania and West 
Virginia. 

South Dakota—MC 30036, William J. Flamming, dba Flam- 
ming Produce, common carrier application. Joint board 148. 
Served May 2. Certificate recommended. Continuance of op- 
eration, live stock, points in Bon Homme county, S. D., to 
Sioux City, Ia., and tankage and commercial feed on return 
over irregular routes. 

New Jersey—MC 25216, Isidore Kaplan, common carrier 
application. Examiner R. J. Flood. Served May 2. Denial of 
application proposed. General commodities between points in 
New Jersey, New York, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Is- 
land, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Maryland and Delaware, over regular 
routes. 

lowa—MC 11391, C. B. Croghan & Sons, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served May 2. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Specified commodities between Griswold, Ia., and 
points within a defined radius thereof and Omaha, Neb., over 
irregular routes. 

New York—MC 2221, Sub. No. 1, Grossman & Best, Inc., 
extension—Indiana-Ohio. Joint board board 60. Served May 
2. Certificate proposed. Household goods between Hudson, 
N. Y., on the one hand, and points in Indiana and Ohio, on the 
other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

Oregon—MC 78191, Ben Phillips Transportation Co., com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 45. Served May 2. De- 
nial of certificate recommended. General commodities over 
irregular routes between points in Oregon and Washington. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of 
service. 

Indiana—MC 51382, H. T. Hough, dba Richmond Storage 
Co., contract carrier application. Joint board 208. Served 
May 2. Permit proposed. Malt beverages, in truckloads, over 
regular routes from Louisville, Ky., and Cincinnati, O., to Rich- 
mond, Ind., and empty containers in the reverse directions, 
The joint board proposed that dual operations by applicant as 
a contract and common carrier be found consistent with the 
public interest and the policy declared in section 202 (a) of the 
motor carrier act. 

Indiana—MC 95703, Ben Kaiser & Sons, Inc., common car- 
rier application. Joint board 21. Served May 3. Certificate 
recommended. Coke, coal, contractors’ supplies and materials, 
building material such as is usually transported in dump trucks, 
between points in Lake county, Ind., and Cook county, IIl., 
over irregular routes. 


Nebraska—MC 95679, Joe Garvin, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 185. Served May 3. Denial of application 
proposed. Emigrant movables and general commodities, with 
exceptions, between Dixon, Neb., and points within a radius of 
15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Yankton, S. D., and 
Sioux City, Ia., on the other, over irregular routes. 


New York—MC 95077, William Dierking, common carrier 
application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served May 3. Certificate 
proposed. Household goods between New York City and points 
in Nassau county, on the one hand, and points in Connecticut, 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Virginia and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, on the other, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

New Jersey—MC 95010, Ace Bus Transportation Corpora- 
tion, common carrier application. Examiner C. I. Kephart. 
Served May 3. Certificate recommended. Passengers in char- 
tered parties between Bayonne, Jersey City and Hoboken, N. J., 
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and points in New York City and in Nassau, Suffolk, West- 
chester, Rockland, and Orange counties, N. Y. 

Massachusetts—MC 94946, Alexander G. Riley, common 
carrier application. Examiner C. E. Brooks. Served May 3. 
Certificate proposed. Household goods between Cambridge, 
Mass., and points lying within 10 miles thereof, on the one 
one hand, and points in New Hampshire, Connecticut, Rhode 
Island, and New York, on the other, over irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 94592, George C. Dwinell, common carrier 
application. Joint board 56. Served May 3. Farm machinery 
from Benkelman, Neb., to points in Yuma county, Colo., and 
Cheyenne and Sherman counties, Kan., and live stock from 
Benkelman to Denver, Colo., and feed from Denver, Greeley 
and Fort Morgan, Colo., to Benkelman, over irregular routes. 

Massachusetts—MC 94384, Abraham Sandler, dba A. 
Sandler Trucking, common carrier application. Joint board 134. 
Served May 3. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities be- 
tween points in Rhode Island and Massachusetts, over specified 
routes. 

Massachusetts—MC 94342, P. E. McGaffigan, common car- 
rier application. Examiner C. E. Brooks. Served May 3. Denial 
of application proposed. General commodities between points 
in Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, and Connecticut. 

Missouri—MC 94167, Earl L. Gibson, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 36. Served May 3. Certificate recom- 
mended. Commodities generally in pick-up and delivery service 
within Kansas City, Mo.-Kan., and North Kansas City, Mo. 

Minnesota—MC 93853, Laurie B. Smith, common carrier 
application. Joint board 147. Served May 3. Certificate recom- 
mended. Specified commodities between points in Minnesota, 
Iowa and South Dakota, over irregular routes. 

Minnesota—MC 93832, S. O. Singlestad, common carrier 
application. Joint board 144. Served May 3. Certificate recom- 
mended. Specified commodities between points in Iowa, Min- 
nesota and Illinois. 

New Jersey—MC 93659, Frank Toon, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 255. Served May 3. Permit proposed. 
Printed matter, such as bonds, notes, and similar commodities 
from Philadelphia, Pa., to New York, N. Y., Atlantic City 
and Camden, N. J., and Wilmington, Del., over irregular routes, 
with no transportation for compensation on return. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Indiana—MC 91173, Albert Hoagland, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 21. Served May 3. Permit proposed. 
Animal and poultry feed, fertilizer and fertilizer material be- 
tween Chicago, Ill., and Calumet City, Ill., and from Chicago 
and Calumet City to points in Indiana over irregular routes, 
with no transportation for compensation on the return move- 
ment from points in Indiana. 

Massachusetts—_MC 90863, Arthur H. Freeman, common 
carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served May 3. 
Certificate proposed. Forest products and lumbering equip- 
ment, between points in Bennington and Windham counties, 
Vt., and points in Cheshire county, N. H., on and west of New 
Hampshire highway 10, on the one hand, and points in Massa- 
chusetts, on the other, over irregular routes. Modified proce- 
dure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

Texas—MC 89923, C. J. Stinson, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 77. Served May 3. Denial for want of prosecu- 
tion proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, between 
points within the city of Fort Worth, Tex., and in the vicinity 
thereof, over irregular routes. 

Texas—MC 89851, Guy Munn, common carrier application. 
Joint board 77. Served May 3. Denial for want of prosecution 
proposed. Specified commodities between points in Texas over 
irregular routes. 

Ohio—MC 89420, Sub. No. 2, Carl Wolza, Jr., dba Modern 
Cartage & Storage Co., extenson of operations. Examiner W. E. 
Messer. Served May 3. Dismissal of application for a permit 
proposed at request of applicant. Specified commodities be- 
tween points in New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Wayne 
county, Mich. 

Oregon—MC 89084, R. A. Heintz, Jr., dba Interstate Heavy 
Hauling Co., common carrier application. Joint board 81. 
Served May 3. Certificate recommended. Contractors’ equip- 
ment and heavy machinery between points in Multnomah 
county, Ore., on the one hand, and points in Washington, on the 
other, and lumber, from and to certain counties in Oregon and 
Washington. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days 
from date of service. 

lowa—MC 88662, Harry B. Hansen, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 138. Served May 3. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between Omaha, Neb., and farms 
within a ten-mile radius of Elk Horn, Ia. 

Ohio—MC 59142, Sub. No. 1, Fred Fairall Construction 
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Co., extension of operations—Indiana and Michigan. Joint 
board 9. Served May 3. Permit proposed. Clay products 
between points in Tuscarawas and Jefferson counties, O., on 
the one hand, and points in Indiana and Michigan, on the 
other, over irregular routes. 

Ohio—MC 50130, Sub. No. 2, Continental Transportation 
Co., extension of operations. Examiner W. E. Messer. Served 
May 3. Permit proposed. Empty steel and wooden containers 
and parts and accessories thereof, from points in Venango 
County, Pa., and those in Cuyahoga and Trumbull counties, O., 
to points in New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, 
Illinois, Kentucky and West Virginia, within 350 miles of Cleve- 
land, and rejected shipments of those commodities between the 
before-mentioned points, over irregular routes. 

Washington—MC 46221, John D. Struthers, dba Struthers 
Trucking Service, common carrier application. Joint board 
80. Served May 3. Certificate proposed. Wool from points 
in Okanogan, Kittitas, Chelan, Ferry, Grant, and Benton coun- 
ties, Wash., to points in Yakima County, Wash.; feed, grain, 
and stock salt between points in the before-mentioned coun- 
ties; and agricultural and horticultural products within Yakima 
County, over irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within twenty-five days from date of service. 

New York—MC 45672, Sub. No. 1, Dean of Ithaca, Inc., 
extension—Delaware. Joint board 272. Served May 3. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Household goods between Ithaca, N. Y., on 
the one hand, and points in Delaware, on the other, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

INlinois—MC 40621, Sub. No. 1, Chester Miller Transfer 
Co., common carrier application. Joint board 149. Served May 
3. Certificate recommended. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between points in Illinois, over specified routes. 

INinois—MC 20136, Hubert Morrison, dba Morrison Trans- 
fer Co., contract carrier application. Joint board 160. Served 
May 3. Denial of application proposed. Specified commodities 
between points in Illinois and Missouri, over regular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 14207, Sub. No. 1, William Kassebaum, 
contract carrier extension. Joint board 139. Served May 3. 
Permit proposed. Food products and such articles of general 
merchandise as are being actually dealt in wholesale grocery 
stores, from Council Bluffs, Ia., to Concordia, Kan., over speci- 
fied routes. 

Kansas—MC 11298, Sub. No. 1, E. H. Patterson, Ford, 
Kan., operating as Patterson Transport Co., extension of op- 
erations—Colorado, Kansas and Oklahoma. Joint board 86. 
Served May 3. Certificate recommended. Petroleum prod- 
ucts, in truckloads, from Okmulgee, Okla., and Augusta, EI- 
dorado, Hutchinson and Wichita, Kan., and salt from Hutchin- 
son to points in Colorado, over specified routes, and dried beans 
in bags from points in Colorado to destinations in Kansas and 
Oklahoma, over irregular routes. 

California—MC 9310, John Golonka, contract carrier appli- 
cation. Examiner A. T. Palmer. Served May 3. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. General commodities between 
Piru, Calif., and Los Angeles Harbor, Calif., over a regular 
route. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within twenty-five 
days from date of service. 

West Virginia—MC 1360, Sub. No. 1, Crown Motor Ex- 
press, Inc., extension of operations—Nitro, W. Va. Examiner 
Allan F. Borroughs. Served May 3. Certificate proposed. 
Rayon and synthetic fibre between Nitro, W. Va., on the one 
hand, and points in Virginia, North Carolina and South Caro- 
lina, on the other, over irregular routes. 

New Jersey—MC 100096, John Bezdek, Inc., contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 67. Served May 3. Permit pro- 
posed. Specified commodities from Carlstadt, N. J., to New 
York, N. Y., and points in certain counties of New York, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

South Dakota—MC 89542, Arthur J. Carr, dba Dakota 
Transfer, common carrier application. Joint board 158. Served 
May 3. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, 
and express and newspapers in the same vehicle with pas- 
sengers between Mandan, N. D., and Belle Fourche, S. D., 
serving specified intermediate points, over regular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Texas—MC F-778, Harold B. Reynolds, purchase, H. R. 
Priddy. Joint board 210. Served May 3. Recommends de- 
nial of application of Harold B. Reynolds, of Amarillo, Tex., 
dba North Plains Motor Freight Lines to purchase operating 
rights and property of H. R. Priddy, dba Tucumcari Truck 
Line. 

Pennsylvania—MC 100102, Felix Stiscia, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 255. Served May 4. Permit recom- 
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mended. Bottled soft drinks and carbonated beverages, from 
Wilmington, Del., to points in New Jersey and Pennsylvania, 
within seventy-five miles of Wilmington, and returned and 
rejected beverages and empty containers, on return, over irreg- 
ular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of 
service. 

Nebraska—MC 95731, Judson L. Cornette, common carrier 
application. Examiner L. B. Dunn. Served May 4. Denial 
for want of prosecution proposed. General commodities be- 
tween points in Nebraska, western South Dakota, eastern 
Wyoming and northeastern Colorado, and Hutchinson, Kan. 


Wyoming—MC 95688, Chas. W. Brown, dba Brown Truck 
Line, common carrier application. Joint board 29. Served 
May 4. Certificate proposed. Cheese from Afton, Wyo., to 
Pocatello, Ida., and groceries and grocery store merchandise 
from Pocatello, Ida., to Fairview, Wyo., including service at 
certain intermediate and off-route points. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within twenty-five days from date of service. 


_ Pennsylvania—MC 95604, Melvin H. Logan, common car- 
rier application. Examiner T. M. Hanrahan. Served May 4. 
Certificate recommended. Glass tubing from Corning, N. Y., 
to Emporium, Pa., over a specified route, and household goods, 
between Emporium and points in Ohio, New Jersey and New 
York, over irregular routes. 


Minnesota—MC 95432, Robert Reisdorf, common carrier 
application. Joint board 26. Served May 4. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock between points in South Dakota, on the one 
hand, and South St. Paul, Minn., on the other, over irregular 
routes. 


Minnesota—MC 95429, Frank C. Herschberger, dba Hersch- 
berger’s Truck Line, common carrier application. Joint board 
147. Served May 4. Certificate proposed. Live stock and 
agricultural products from points in Minnesota to Sioux Falls, 
S. D., and Sioux City, Ia., with salt, farm machinery and 
repair parts, hardware, twine, tankage and feeds, on return 
to origin territory, over irregular routes. 

Virginia—MC 94886, Charles G. Monk, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 245. Served May 4. Denial of ap- 
plication proposed on finding applicant’s operation to be that 
of a private carrier. Applicant sought a permit to transport 
mining timber, between points in Virginia and West Virginia 
within fifty miles of Amonate, including Amonate, over irreg- 
ular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of 
service. 

Massachusetts—MC 94847, Mary Petringa, dba Petringa 
Trucking. contract carrier application. Joint board 18. Served 
May 4. Dismissal of application proposed at request of appli- 
cant. Flour, semolina, tomatoes, olive oil, and macaroni be- 
tween Boston, Mass., and Providence, R. I. 

lowa—MC 94827, George Kelley, common carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner W. R. Frizzell. Served May 4. Denial of 
application proposed. Specified commodities between points 
in Sac and Buena Vista counties, Ia., and points in Nebraska, 
South Dakota, Minnesota, Illinois and Missouri. 

Minnesota—MC 93599, Otto Hoppe, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 147. Served May 4. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock between Worthington, Minn., and points within fif- 
teen miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux Falls, S. D., and 
Sioux City, Ia., on the other, over irregular routes, and tile 
and cement products from Sibly, Ia., to Worthington, and 
points within fifteen miles thereof, over irregular routes. 


Maryland—MC 91185, William E. Holloway, common car- 
rier application. Examiner H. J. Vinskey. Served May 4. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General commodities 
between points in Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, New Jersey 
and the District of Columbia. 

Ohio—MC 90901, Raymond Joseph Galloway, contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 59. Served May 4. Permit 
recommended. Patterns, machinery parts, and welding equip- 
ment, between East Liverpool, O., on the one hand, and all 
points in Allegheny, Armstrong and Beaver counties, Pa., and 
Brooke, Hancock and Ohio counties, W. Va., on the other, over 
irregular routes. 


New York—MC 89783, John F. Frederick, Jr., common 
carrier application. Examiner Herbert P. Haley. Served May 
4. Denial of application proposed. General commodities, ex- 
cept household goods, between points in New York, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, Connecticut and Rhode Island, 
over irregular routes. 

Massachusetts—MC 89780, H. A. Taylor, dba H. A. Taylor 
Trucking, contract carrier application. Joint board 18. Served 
May 4. Dismissal of application proposed at request of appli- 
cant. Petroleum products between East Providence, Providence 
and Tiverton, R. I., Fall River, Mass., and Millbury, Mass., 
over irregular routes. 
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Nebraska—MC 89772, Elmer C. Lauber, common carrier 
application. Examiner L. R. Dunn. Served May 4. Denial 
of application proposed. Live stock, emigrant movables, build- 
ing material, farm machinery, feed and farm commodities be- 
tween Shickley, Neb., and points within fifty miles thereof, on 
the one hand, and points in Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, South 
Dakota and Colorado, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 88981, Robert Beach, dba Delaware Truck- 
ing Co., common or contract carrier application. Joint board 
67. Served May 4. Certificate recommended. Malt liquors 
from Norristown, Pa., to Albany, Schenectady, and Troy, N. Y., 
and from Philadelphia, Pa., to Albany, N. Y., and empty malt 
liquor containers in the opposite direction between the same 
respective points over specified routes. 

New York—MC 79537, L. E. Maus and R. L. Maus, dba 
L. E. Maus & Son, common carrier application. Joint board 
67. Served May 4. Certificate proposed. Brown & McCooey, 
Inc., successor in interest to L. E. Maus and R. L. Maus, con- 
tinuance of operation, specified commodities, Warren, Pa., 
Jamestown and Falconer, N. Y., to New York, N. Y., Philadel- 
phia, Pa., and Camden, N. J., over specified routes, serving 
intermediate points. However, the joint board proposed de- 
nial of a certificate to L. E. Maus and R. L. Maus to trans- 
port general commodities between Jamestown, N. Y., and Buf- 
falo, N. Y., over a specified route, under the grandfather clause. 

Florida—MC 75003, Davis Tours, Inc., broker application. 
Joint board 205. Served May 4. License recommended. Pas- 
sengers and their baggage at Miami, Fla. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
thirty days from date of service. 

Florida—MC 72954, J. C. Lanier, dba Lanier Travel Serv- 
ice, broker application. Joint board 205. Served May 4. Li- 
cense proposed. Passengers and their baggage from Jackson- 
ville, Fla., to all points in the United States. 

Oregon—MC 71836, D. K. Dunham, dba Dunham Trans- 
fer Co., common carrier application. Joint board 172. Served 
May 4. Certificate recommended. General commodities, live 
stock and household goods between points within Douglas 
County, Ore., over irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within twenty-five days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 52110, Sub. No. 1, Brady Transfer & Storage 
Co., extension—Fort Dodge Loops, embracing also Sub. No. 2, 
Same, extension—Sioux City-Templeton. Joint board 92. 
Served May 4. Certificate recommended. General commodities 
between points in Iowa, over specified routes. 


Illinois—MC 49411, L. K. Fast Freight, Inc., common car- 
rier application. Joint board 21. Served May 4. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. General commodities between 
Chicago, Ill., and points in Indiana. 

New York—MC 5523, Sub. No. 1, William Dubrey, dba 
William Dubrey Co., extension of operation. Joint board 132. 
Served May 4. Permit proposed. Shoddy and rags between 
Cohoes, N. Y., on the one hand, and Claremont, Derry, Guild, 
Laconia, Newport, Troy, Franklin Hillsboro Lebanon, Roches- 
ter, Charlestown, Gilsum, Keene, Manchester, Tilton and West 
Swanzey N. H., Bennington, Ludlow, Cavendish and Spring- 
field, Vt., on the other, over irregular routes. 

North Carolina—MC 3949, Elders Transfer Co., Inc., com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner W. W. McCaslin. Served 
May 4. Certificate recommended. Continuance of operation, 
specified commodities, between specified points or within speci- 
fied territory in North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, 
West Virginia, Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, New York, and the District of Columbia, over 
irregular routes. 


Pennsylvania—MC 3556, Sub. No. 1, Vincent G. Schaut, 
extension of operations—Olean, N. Y. Examiner A. F. Bor- 
roughs. Served May 4. Certificate proposed. Passengers and 
baggage of passengers, and, in the same vehicle with pas- 
sengers, light express, mail and newspapers between specified 
points in Pennsylvania and New York. 

Indiana—MC 2993, Malta N. Hardy and John B. Hardy, 
common carrier application. Examiner Reece Harrison. Served 
May 4. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General 
commodities, including household goods, between points in Indi- 
ana, Illinois, Missouri, Kentucky and Ohio. 

Massachusetts—MC 1123, Wheeler Dart Express Co., com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner H. L. Hanback. Served 
May 4. Denial of application proposed. The examiner rec- 
ommended that the proposed transportation of express matter 
for the Railway Express Agency, Inc., between points in New 
York and Massachusetts be found to be common carrier serv- 
ice for which applicant already held authority. 

Georgia—MC F-821, K & L Transportation Co., purchase, 
L. C. Chastain. Joint board 64. Served May 4. Recommends 
approval of purchase by K & L Transportation Co., of Way- 
cross, Ga., of operating rights of L. C. Chastain, of Thomas- 
ville, Ga., dba Chastain Transfer Line. 
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SPOKANE INTERNATIONAL PLAN 


Acceding to representations of a committee of bondholders, 
the Commission, on further consideration, in Finance No. 10131, 
Spokane International Railway Co. reorganization, has modified 
the plan heretofore adopted by it for the reorganization of the 
Spokane International and the Coeur d’Alene & Pend d’Oreille 
under section 77, by inserting a provision for sale of the prop- 
erties under order of the court at not less than a fair upset 
price. That is regarded as the principal modification. 

The Commission, in its former report on the plan which has 
been modified, said that a provision for judicial sale would be 
an indirect limitation on the provisions of section 77 which per- 
mitted the court to confirm a plan of reorganization under 
certain conditions. The committee’s original plan contained a 
provision for such judicial sale designed to afford the dissenting 
bondholders the right to a determination of their interest 
through a public sale but for the reason indicated the Com- 
mission at first refused to incorporate such a provision in the 
plan. 

The law relied on to support the provision for sale at 
public auction, the Commission said, was that part of section 
77(b) which says that a plan of reorganization shall provide 
adequate means for the execution of the plan, which may in- 
clude, among other things, ‘“‘the sale of all or any part of the 
property of the debtor, either subject to or free from any lien, 
at not less than a fair upset price, the distribution of all or any 
assets, or the proceeds derived from the sale thereof, among 
those having an interest therein.” 

As stated by the proponents for the sale provision, one of 
the purposes was to assure to the reorganized company, prop- 
erty which would be more nearly immune from attack by non- 
assenting classes of creditors on possible grounds of uncon- 
stitutionality of the provisions in section 77 permitting confirma- 
tion of a plan of reorganization other than according to the 
principles applicable to compositions. Its proponents, the Com- 
mission said, also asserted that the provision for the sale was 
also essential to protect the reorganized company and its prop- 
erty from suits by unsecured creditors and stockholders whose 
equity or interest might be found by it and by the court to have 
no value. In this case the Commission found that the stock 
had no value. The Commission said that since section 77 au- 
thorized a sale, it approved the substance of the committee’s 
proposal for the sale of the property but not all the detailed 
provisions. It revised the committee’s proposal to meet its 
views on that point. 

The principal modifications of the plan sought, the Com- 
mission said, included among other things, provision for a new 
first mortgage under which no bonds would be issued in the 
reorganization but which would provide for the issue of not 
exceeding $1,000,000 of bonds for future financing should financ- 
ing be impossible through income bonds; making the payments 
to the capital fund provided in the plan as first put out by the 
Commission, discretionary rather than mandatory; and placing 
the stock of the reorganized company in escrow for ten years 
to permit the sale of a controlling interest to some larger rail- 
road system, based on a finding that, in the public interest 
and in the interest of the present bondholders, the reorganized 
company should be affiliated with a larger system. 


Provision for placing the stock in escrow and a first mort- 
gage as desired were approved. The Commission, however, said 
that payments to the capital fund should be mandatory until 
the reorganized company passed into the hands of a larger 
system. 

Commissioner Miller wrote a concurrence, in part. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 

MC F-890. Crescent Stages, Inc., Anniston, Ala., asks authority 
to purchase a portion of the operation of Mt. Pinson Transfer Co., 
Pinson, Ala. 

MC F-891. Consolidated Freight Lines, Inc., Portland, Ore., asks 
authority to purchase the operating rights of M. L. Larson, dba Bend- 
Prineville Truck Service, successor to D. B. McFayden. 

MC F-892. Blue Arrow Transport Lines, Inc., Grand Rapids, 
Mich., asks authority to purchase part of the operating rights of 
Joseph Mammina, dba Michigan Tri-State Motor Express. 

MC F-893. Consolidated Bus Lines, Inc., Beckley, W. Va., asks 
authority to acquire the business, assets, operating rights and cer- 
tificate of Angle Star Lines, Inc. 

Finance No. 12391. Atlantic Coast Line ask authority to abandon 
its line extending from Walterboro, S. C., to Ehrhardt, S. C., ap- 
proximately 25.4 miles. According to the application, contained 
operation of the line would result in unjustifiable loss. In 1937, it 
said, the operating loss was in excess of $26,000 and in 1938 the tonnage 
moved was a little more than half that moved in 1937. Adequate 
service for the territory involved would be furnished by other lines 
of railroad in connection with existing highways, continued the ap- 
plication. 

Finance No. 12392. Trustees of the Rock Island ask authority to 
extend for two years from June 1, 1939, the maturity date of $4,500,000 
worth of certificates. Interest is to be at the rate of 3 per cent instead 
of 3% per cent as was previously. 


The Traffic World 





Vol. LXIII, No. 18 


MC F-889. Virginia Carolina Coach Co., Raleigh, N. C., asks au- 
thority to purchase operating rights and property in North Carolina 
of Safeway Coach Co. 

Finance No. 12386. Minnesota Northwestern Electric Railway Co., 
and trustees of the Minneapolis, St. Paul & Saulte Ste. Marie ask 
authority to abandon and remove 18.67 miles of line extending from 
Thief River Falls to Goodridge, Minn. The branch is operated by the 
applicants under a lease with the Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. 
Marie. The applicants said that for some time past the property had 
been unable to earn operating expenses and taxes; that the territory 
served was sparsely settled and did not warrant expenses for necessary 
renewals; and that bus and truck lines would be able adequately to 
serve the territory. 

Finance No. 12387. Wisconsin Central and its receiver, and the 
trustees of the Minneapolis, St. Paul & Saulte Ste. Marie ask authority 
to abandon 11.46 miles of line from Cylon to Glenwood City, Wis. 
The applicants said that the line was part of the main line of the 
Wisconsin Central between Minneapolis, Minn., and Chicago, no 
longer necessary to be used on account of a cut-off built in 1910 and 
1911 between Cylon and Downing. The applicants said it was estimated 
that this abandonment would make a saving in the maintenance and 
operating expenses of between $20,000 and $25,000 a year. 

Finance No. 12388. Great Western Railway Co. asks authority to 
abandon its Duke branch, 1.66 miles long, in Weld county, Colo. The 
branch was built to serve a beet sugar dump of the Great Western 
Sugar Co. which is to be dismantled. 

Finance No. 12389. Atlantic Coast Line asks authority for the cer- 
tification and delivery to it by the corporate trustee under its general 
unified mortgage of $1,314,000, series A, 4% per cent general unified 
mortgage bonds. The bonds are to be held in the company’s treasury. 

Finance No. 12390. Jacksonville (Fla.) Terminal Co. asks au- 
thority to issue and sell $400,000 of its refunding and extension mort- 
gage bonds, series C, to mature July 1, 1967, at 4% per cent interest, 
to refund a like amount of first mortgage bonds falling due July 1. 

Finance No. 12390, Sub. No. 1. Southern Railway Co. asks authority 
to assume obligation and liability in respect of $400,000 of refunding 
and extension mortgage bonds, series C, maturing July 1, 1967, at 
41%, per cent interest. 

Finance No. 12390, Sub. No. 2, Legh R. Powell, Jr., and Henry 
W. Anderson, as receivers of the Seaboard Air Line, ask authority 
to assume obligation and liability in respect of $400,000 of the Jack- 
sonville Terminal refunding and extension mortgage bonds, series C, 
maturing July 1, 1967, at 4% per cent interest. 

Finance No. 12390, Sub. No. 3. William R. Kenan, Jr., and Scott 
M. Loftin, receivers of Florida East Coast, ask authority to assume 
obligation and liability in respect of $400,000 issued by the Jackson- 
ville Terminal Co. 

Finance No. 12390, Sub. No. 4, Atlantic Coast Line ask authority 
to guarantee $400,000 of the Jacksonville Terminal refunding and ex- 
tension mortgage bonds. 

Finance No. 12394. Clinton, Davenport & Muscatine Railway Co. 
asks authority to abandon its electric interurban railway more than 
40 miles long in Scott and Clinton counties, Ia., and to abandon op- 
eration over the lines of the Tri-City Railway Co., in Davenport, Ia., 
and Clinton Street Railway Co. in Clinton, Ia. According to the ap- 
plication the line for the last eight years has been operated at a loss. 

Finance No. 12395. Avon, Geneseo & Mount Morris Railroad Co. 
asks authority to abandon its line extending from Avon to Sonyea, 
N. Y., approximately 18 miles. According to the application, appli- 
cant is unable to raise or to borrow the money to purchase the neces- 
sary equipment and rolling stock and make repairs to enable it in- 
dependently to operate the railroad. 

Finance No. 12396. Arkansas Valley Interburban Railway Co. by 
its trustees asks authority to abandon its electric interurban line be- 
tween Wichita and Hutchinson, Kan., and a branch from Van Arsdale 
to Newton, Kan., approximately 60 miles. According to the application, 
the trustees are of the opinion, and ‘‘said court has found and de- 
termined, that the debtor corporation is hopelessly insolvent and that 
the trustees can no longer operate the property of the debtor without 
sustaining a continuing loss and consequent dissipation of assets, and 
that there is no prospect of any improvement in that situation.’’ 

Finance No. 12399. Rio Grande, Micolithic & Northern Railway 
asks authority to take up, abandon and remove its entire line, ap- 
proximately 6.4 miles in length, extending from the main line of the 
Texas & New Orleans near Mica, to Micolithic, Tex. The application 
said that there was no traffic to justify maintenance and operation 
of the line which was construced primarily to serve a prospective mine 
development which had not materialized. 

MC F-894. United States Trucking Corporation, New York, N. Y., 
asks authority to issue a 5-year negotiable promissory note for $620,- 
000 to be secured by a real estate mortgage to be dated July 1, 1939, 
for the purpose of evidencing an existing indebtedness to the Pittston 
Co. now evidenced by 13 unsecured promissory notes maturing July 
1, 1939, payable to the order of the Pittston Co. The note is to be 
payable on or before July 1, 1944. 

MC F-895. Perry Truck Lines, Inc., Denver, Colo., Jack Perry, 
dba Service Truck Line, and Hall Motor Freight Co., jointly ask au- 
thority to merge as Perry Truck Lines, Inc. 

MC F-896. Spokane-Portland Fast Freight, Inc., Spokane, Wash., 
and Carter’s Motor Freight System, Inc., jointly ask authority to 
merge into Cater’s Motor Freight System, Inc. 


EXPRESS RATES IN SOUTH CAROLINA 

The South Carolina commission has authorized the Rail- 
way Express Agency, Inc., to increase its intrastate rates and 
charges and make other changes in its rate structure in that 
state equal and corresponding to those increases and changes 
which had been authorized or directed by the Commission in 
Ex Parte No. 126, express rates, 1938-1939, effective on and 
after May 1. 






























































May 6, 1939 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many schedules 
not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in The 
Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. M-694, the Commission has suspended from 
May 2 until July 31 the operation of all schedules as published 
in supplement No. 21 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 3 of W. A. 
Burch, dba Burch Truck Lines, Wichita, Kan. The suspended 
schedules propose to reduce by one cent a 100 pounds the pres- 
ent commodity rates on canned goods, groceries and related 
articles, minimum 18,000 pounds, applicable between St. Louis, 
Mo., and points grouped therewith, on the one hand, and Abi- 
lene, Anthony, Arkansas City, Chanute, Dodge City, Emporia, 
Hillsboro, Hutchinson, Iola, Kinsley, McPherson, Salina, 
Wichita and Winfield, Kan., on the other. An illustrative pro- 
posal is to establish a rate of 48 cents between St. Louis, Mo., 
and Wichita, Kan., in lieu of the present rate of 49 cents. 

In I. and S. M-695, the Commission has suspended from 
May 2 until July 31 the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 2 and supplement No. 8 to 
MF-I. C. C. No. 1 of Agent Harry I. Truitt. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish new and reduced truckload and 
any-quantity commodity rates on various commodities between 
points in Delaware, Maryland and Virginia, on the one hand, 
and points in Maryland, New Jersey, New York and Pennsyl- 
vania, on the other. An illustrative proposal is to establish 
a rate of 22 cents, minimum 15,000 pounds, on glue from Dunel- 
len, N. J., to Cambridge, Md., in lieu of the present rate of 25 
cents, minimum 10,000 pounds. 

In I. and S. M-696, the Commission has suspended from 
May 3 until August 1 the operation of all schedules published 
in tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 1 of Edith Columbo Arena, dba A. & 
M. Transportation Company, Somerville, Mass. This carrier 
has no effective rates on file with the Commission and the sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish all-commodity rates, min- 
ima 10,000 and 20,000 pounds, from Boston, Mass., to 35 other 
Massachusetts points. The following is illustrative: 


All-commodity rates from Boston, Mass, to Fall River, Mass., mini- 
mum 10,000 pounds, 17; minimum 20,000 pounds, 13; from Boston, Mass., 
to Springfield, Mass., minimum 10,000 pounds, 20; minimum 20,000 
pounds, 16; from Boston, Mass., to Worcester, Mass., minimum 10,000 
pounds, 13; minimum 20,000 pounds, 10. 


In I. and S. M-684, the Commission has suspended from 
April 30 until July 29 the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in supplements Nos. 57 and 65 to joint tariff MF-I. C. C. 
No. 116 of Alternate Agent J. R. Shumate. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish a new less-truckload commodity 
rate of 125 cents a 100 pounds on boots and shoes from Nash- 
ville, Tenn., to Chicago, Ill., applicable only as a proportional 
rate on traffic for export, and applicable only over the lines 
of Adkins Transfer Co., Bowling Green Express, Decatur Cart- 
age Company, Gordons Transports, Inc., Hayes Freight Lines, 
Inc., Hoover Motor Express Co., Inc., Hoover Truck Co., Huber 
& Huber Motor Express, Interstate Dispatch, Inc., Jack Cole 
Co., Inc., and Whitney Transfer Co.; in lieu of the present class 
rate of 152 cents a 100 pounds, applicable over the lines of 
all participating carriers. 

In I. and S. M-687, the Commission has suspended from 
May 1 and later until July 30 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 4 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 4 
of Hartell Truck Lines, Inc., Denver, Colo., and supplement No. 
3 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 12 of Agent D. C. Stone. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish new and reduced com- 
modity rates of 39 and 36 cents a 100 pounds on canned goods 
and groceries, minimum weight 2,000 pounds, from Billings, 
Mont., to Buffalo and Sheridan, Wyo., respectively, in lieu of 
higher class and commodity rates. The following is illustrative: 


From Billings, Mont., to Sheridan, Wyo., present rate, less-truck- 
load class rate, 43; proposed rate, minimum weight 2,000 pounds, 36; 
present rate, minimum weight 10,000 pounds, 30 (commodity rate ap- 
plicable on groceries. It was not proposed to cancel this rate); proposed 


rate, minimum weight 10,000 pounds, 41 (class rate applicable on canned 
goods). 


In I. and S. M-689, the Commission has suspended from 
May 1 until July 30 the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in supplements Nos. 12 and 14 to tariff MF-I. C. C. 
No. 7 of Western Trunk Line Motor Common Carriers’ Bu- 
reau, agent. The suspended schedules propose to establish 
a new reduced commodity rate of 125 cents a 100 pounds, min- 
imum 10,000 pounds, on freight, all kinds, with exceptions, 
from Chicago, Ill., and points grouped therewith, to Rapid City. 
S. D.; in lieu of present higher class rates, ranging from 228 
to 140 cents, minimum 10,000 pounds. 

In I. and S. M-690, the Commission has suspended from 
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May 1 until July 30 the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 46 and supplement No. 1 thereto, 
of Agent A. R. Fowler and other tariffs. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish proportional class rates, also truck- 
load commodity rates between Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., 
and points in North Dakota, also a split pick-up and delivery 
rule. An illustrative proposal is to establish a rate of 25 cents, 
minimum 10,000 pounds, on empty beverage containers from 
Bismarck, N. D., to St. Paul, Minn., in lieu of the present 
rate of 25 cents, minimum 14,000 pounds. 

In I. and S. M-691, the Commission has suspended from 
May 1 until July 30 the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 5 and supplement No. 5 to 
tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 4 of Lester Lindley dba Lindley Truck 
Company, Springdale, Ark. The suspended schedules propose 
to establish new and reduced truckload commodity rates on 
many commodities, from and to points in Arkansas, Kansas, 
Missouri, Oklahoma and Tennessee. An illustrative proposal 
is to establish a rate of 34 cents, minimum 14,000 pounds, on 
petroleum products from St. Louis, Mo., to Lincoln, Ark., in 
lieu of the present rate of 39 cents, minimum 16,000 pounds. 

In I. and S. M-692, the Commission has suspended from 
May 1 until July 30 the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in supplement No. 7 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 47 of 
Agent R. S. Cooper, Greensboro, N. C. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish new reduced commodity rates on coal 
tar dyes or colors, dry, liquid or paste, minimum 5,000 pounds, 
from eastern points to points in North and South Carolina, in 
lieu of present class rates. The following is illustrative: 


From New York, N. Y., to Charlotte, N. C., present rate, articles 
rated 3rd class, less-truckload, 109; proposed rate, minimum 5,000 
pounds, 55., 


In I. and S. M-693, the Commission, on its own motion, has 
suspended from May 1 until July 30 the operations of all 
schedules as published in tariff MP-I. C. C. No. 7 of Royal 
Cadillac Service, Inc. The suspended schedules propose to es- 
tablish a new reduced twenty-day round-trip excursion fare of 
300 cents an adult passenger from New York, N. Y., to 36 
destinations in Sullivan and Ulster counties in New York, and 
in the reverse direction, good for sale from May 1 to May 10. 
The present round-trip fares, which are not being canceled, are 
unlimited for use. 

In I. and S. M-681, the Commission has suspended from 
April 28 until July 27, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 1 of C. & E. Transporta- 
tion Co., Crisfield, Md. ‘The suspended schedules propose to 
establish new any-quantity commodity rates on all commodities 
(except as otherwise provided in the tariff) from Crisfield and 
Westover, Md., to Smyrna, Del., Marcus Hook, Pa., and New 
York, N. Y., and on crabmeat from Crisfield, Md., to New York, 
N. Y. This carrier has no present rates on file. An illustrative 
proposal is to establish a rate of 50 cents from Crisfield and 
Westover, Md., to New York, N. Y. 

In I. and S. M-682, the Commission has suspended from 
April 28 until July 27 the operations of all schedules as pub- 
lished in tariffs MP-I. C. C. No. 4 of Eastern Capitol Lines, 
Inc., MP-I. C. C. No. 4 of Flying Eagle Coach Corporation. 
MP-I. C. C. No. 4 of Yelloway Transportation Corporation, all 
of New York. N. Y., and MP-I. C. C. No. 22 of Hudson Transit 
Lines, Inc., of Paramus, N. J. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to establish a new reduced thirty-day round-trip excur- 
sion fare of 300 cents an adult passenger from New York, N. Y.. 
to 36 destinations in Sullivan and Ulster counties, N. Y., and 
in the reverse direction, good for sale from April 28, 1939, to 
September 23, 1939. The present round-trip fares, which are 
= — canceled, are limited for use to 120 days from the date 
of sale. 

In I. and S. M-683, the Commission has suspended from April 
29 until July 28 the operation of supplement No. 6 to schedule 
MF-I. C. C. No. 4 of the Globe Cartage Company, Inc., In- 
dianapolis, Ind. The suspended schedule proposes to establish 
a reduced minimum charge of 22 cents on prepared roofine. 
minimum 20.000 pounds. from St. Louis, Mo., and East St. 
Louis, Ill., to Louisville, Ky., in lieu of the present 27-cent any- 
quantity minimum charge, subject to a truckload minimum 
charge of $15. 

In I. and S. M-685, the Commission has suspended from 
April 29 until July 28, the oneration of certain schedules as 
published in Supplement No. 6 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 3 of 
Eastern Dispatch. Inc., Columbus, O. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish a new commodity rate of 57 cents a 100 
pounds, minimum 16 000 pounds. on drugs, medicines. and toilet 
preparations, from New York Metropolitan area to Akron and 
Cleveland. O., in lieu of a higher class rate of 62 cents a 100 
pounds. minimum 16.000 pounds. 

In I. and S. No. M-686, the Commission has suspended from 
April 29 until July 28 the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
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lished in supplement No. 6 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 3 of Eastern 
Motor Dispatch, Inc., Columbus, O. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish in lieu of higher class rates, a new less- 
truckload commodity rate of 64 cents a 100 pounds on natural 
and synthetic gums or resins, and synthetic gum or resin com- 
pounds, between New York metropolitan area and Cleveland, O. 

In I. and S. M-688, the Commission has suspended from 
May 1 until July 30 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplements Nos. 12 and 14 to tariff MF-I. C. 
C. No. 7 of Western Trunk Line Motor Common Carriers’ Bu- 
reau, agent. The suspended schedules propose to establish a 
new truckload commodity rate of 112 cents a 100 pounds, min- 
imum 18,000 pounds, on alcoholic liquors including high wines 
from Peoria, Ill., to Denver, Colo., in lieu of present higher 
class rate of 117 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 20,000 pounds. 

In I. and S. 4623, the Commission suspended from April 
29 until November 29 the operation of certain schedules as 
contained in supplement No. 7 to Agent W. J. Bohon’s tariff 
I. C. C. 535. The suspended schedules propose to reduce the 
rates on petroleum and petroleum products, in tank cars, from 
Spokane, Wash., to various destinations in eastern Washing- 
ton. The following is illustrative: 


From Spokane, Wash., to Pullman, Wash., present rate 34, pro- 
posed rate 11; from Spokane, Wash., to Walla Walla, Wash., present 
rate 51, proposed rate 17. 


In I. and S. 4624, the Commission has suspended from 
May 1 until December 1 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 199 to Union Pacific I. C. C. No. 
3789. The suspended schedules propose to restrict the carload 
rates on lumber from points in Arkansas to destinations in 
Idaho, Montana, Oregon, Utah and Wyoming, so they will not 
apply on wooden fruit and vegetable package materials. 

In I. and S. 4625, the Commission has suspended from 
May 1 until December 1 schedules in supplements Nos. 26 and 
15 to Chicago, Burlington & Quincy I. C. C. Nos. 19116 and 
19199, respectively, supplement No. 60 to Union Pacific I. C. C. 
No. 4368, and supplements Nos. 116 and 118 to Agent L. E. 
Kipp’s I. C. C. No. A-2601. The suspended schedules propose 
to reduce the rates on fresh meats and packing house products, 
in carloads, from Denver, Colo., and points taking the same 
rates, and from Gering and Scottsbluff, Neb., to the Missouri 
River crossings, upper Mississippi River crossings and other 
destinations in western trunk line territory, to meet motor- 
truck competition. The following is illustrative: 


From Denver, Colo., to Kansas City, Mo., present rate, fresh meats, 
83.5; present rate, packing house products, 65; proposed rate, 40. 


COUCH RAIL MERGER 


Merger of the Kansas City Southern and the Louisiana & 
Arkansas, controlled by the Couch interests, has been approved 
by the Commission, division 4, in Finance No. 12247, Louisiana 
& Arkansas Railway Co. control, embracing also Finance No. 
12248, Kansas City Southern Railway Co. stock and escrow 
receipts. As an incident to the merger of those companies the 
Commission, division 4, has modified No. 12964, consolidation 
of railroads so as to assign the Kansas City Southern to system 
No. 19, Rock Island-Frisco instead of to system No. 15, Union 
Pacific. 

Acquisition by the Kansas City Southern of the Louisiana 
& Arkansas is to be accomplished through the purchase of the 
stock of the Louisiana & Arkansas by the Kansas City South- 
ern with its own stock. In Finance No. 12247, the Commis- 
sion authorized the Kansas City Southern to issue not exceed- 
ing 510,000 shares of common stock without par value and 
40,000 escrow receipts in accordance with a plan for merger 
dated September 12, 1938. The consolidation is to be accom- 
plished by the issuance of stock by the Kansas City Southern 
to the stockholders of the Louisiana & Arkansas. 

At present, said the report, there were no intercorporate 
relations between the Kansas City Southern, the Louisiana & 
Arkansas, and the Louisiana, Arkansas & Texas, the latter a 
subsidiary of the Louisiana & Arkansas, or between any of 
them and any other rail carrier except as noted in the report 
between the Louisiana & Arkansas and the Louisiana, Arkan- 
sas & Texas. 

But, it is pointed out, that Harvey C. Couch, chairman of 
the Kansas City Southern’s board of directors, owns substan- 
tial interests in the stock of the Kansas City Southern and 
the Louisiana & Arkansas. 

Nothing in the report in Finance No. 12247, the Commis- 
sion said, was to be construed as in anywise affecting or preju- 
dicing the determinations to be made in Finance No. 11531, 
application by the Louisiana & Arkansas for authority to ac- 
quire the properties of the Rock Island, Arkansas & Louisiana, 
if, as, and when a reorganization plan for the R. I. A. & L. 
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or its parent company, the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific, 
providing for transfer of the properties, shall have been ap- 
proved by the Commission and confirmed by the court, under 
the provisions of section 77 of the bankruptcy act. 

Direct economies which may be affected by the proposed 
unification, said the report, were estimated at about $504,000 
a year. In addition, said the report, the witness who made 
that estimate said there would be many intangible economies 
which it was difficult to value. On the basis of the $16,000,000 
estimated revenues, it was estimated that the ratio of mainte- 
nance of way expenses would be about 10 per cent, maintenance 
of equipment about 14.75 per cent, transportation expenses, 29 
per cent, traffic, 4 per cent, and general expenses, 5 per cent, 
or a total operating ratio of 63 per cent. 

It was frankly admitted, said the report, that the economies 
could not be effected without some dismissal of personnel, but 
it was hoped that by building needed equipment in their own 
facilities the carriers would be able greatly to reduce if not 
entirely eliminate the necessity for dismissals, particularly in 
view of the normal turnover through retirement, death, resig- 
nation and some upturn in business. 

The Railway Labor Executives’ Association intervened in 
the case to obtain adequate conditions protecting employes 
who might be affected in their employment by any consolida- 
tions or coordinations incident to this proceeding, said the re- 
port. The association, however, took no part in the case other 
than to say that after the intervention was permitted the rail- 
roads concerned had become parties to the so-called Washing- 
ton agreement or job protection agreement of May, 1936. A 
copy of the agreement was filed in the record. 


MISSISSIPPI GRAVEL AND SAND 

The Commission in No. 28051, increases in Mississippi 
freight rates and charges, has issued an order directing the 
railroads and other parties to appear at a hearing before 
Examiner O. L. Mohundro, May 17, at the Robert E. Lee Hotel, 
Jackson, Miss., to show cause, if any there be, why the order 
dated November 8, 1938, in this proceeding, as subsequently 
modified, should not be vacated so far as it applies to hauls for 
distances of 50 miles, or less. 

Issuance of this order is the result, according to a state- 
ment by the Commission, of many petitions seeking modifica- 
tions of the order to permit lower rates for intrastate move- 
ment of sand and gravel for short hauls within Mississippi 
said to be necessary to meet truck and wayside pit competition. 

Setting of the hearing at Jackson was the outcome, in part, 
of a petition by J. G. Kerr on behalf of the Illinois Central and 
the Yazoo & Mississippi Valley for modification of the order 
so as to permit the establishment and maintenance for a period 
ending June 30, 1940, for intrastate transportation of gravel, 
washed, in carloads, minimum weight 90 per cent of marked 
capacity of the car, from Greenville, Miss., to Batesville, Sardis 
and Tallahatchie, Miss., a rate of 90 cents a net ton. 

The Commission has further modified its order on petition 
of the Illinois Central and the Gulf & Ship Island so as to 
permit them to establish for various periods the following rates: 
Until December 31, 1939, on clay gravel, a rate of 35 cents a 
net ton from Crystal Springs to Jackson, Miss.; and until Sep- 
tember 30, 1939, on gravel and sand a rate of 60 cents a net 
ton from Hattiesburg to Gulfport, Miss. 


LOANS TO RAILROADS 

The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 12160, Mon- 
tana Railroad reconstruction loan, has denied the application 
of that carrier which operates a 2.76 mile long railroad near 
Spadra, Ark., to serve two coal mines, for approval of a loan 
to it by the R. F. C. of $5,850 to pay for some ties, repair- 
ing a locomotive and pay $1,000 installment on the engine. 
The Commission said it was unable to find that security for 
the loan would be full and adequate. 

The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed the applica- 
tion of the Pittsburgh & West Virginia for the aid of the 
R. F.C. in financing the sale of not to exceed $1,500,000 of 
equipment trust certificates. The applicant said it desired to 
withdraw the application. The Commission has also, in Fi- 
nance No. 12277, Pittsburgh & West Virginia equipment-trust 
certificates, dismissed the application of that carrier, on its 
own suggestion, for authority to assume obligation and liability 
in respect of the $1,500,000 equipment trust certificates. 


RAILROAD DEPRECIATION CHARGES 

The Commission, in No. 15100, depreciation charges of 
steam railroad companies, has prescribed depreciation rates 
applicable to the equipment of the Chicago & Illinois Midland; 
Houston & Brazos Valley; Lawndale Railway & Industrial Co.; 
Manitou & Pike’s Peak; Midland Continental; Missouri & Ar- 
kansas; Pittsburgh, Allegheny & McKees Rocks; and Warrior 
River Terminal. 


——— 
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SOUTHERN GOVERNORS’ COMPLAINT 


New York and Delaware by their attorneys general, and 
civic and commercial organizations in those states in excep- 
tions to the proposed report in No. 27746, State of Alabama 
et al. vs. New York Central et al., commonly called the com- 
plaint of the southern governors, have questioned the manner 
in which the proposed report in that case was prepared by 
Commissioner Lee and Examiner Corcoran. The organization 
joined with the attorneys general in exceptions, signed also 
by Parker McCollester as a special deputy attorney general, 
are Chamber of Commerce of New York; Merchants Associa- 
tion of New York; Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce; Buffalo 
Chamber of Commerce; Jamestown Chamber of Commerce; 
Rochester Chamber of Commerce, Utica Chamber of Com- 
merce; Wilmington Chamber of Commerce; Baltimore Associa- 
tion of Commerce, and Philadelphia Chamber of Commerce. 

As a preliminary to the exceptions said the document the 
interests of the clients of those signing it “compel comment 
upon two extraordinary circumstances.” They were that the 
report was not the report of or concurred in by the Commis- 
sion’s senior examiner who heard all the evidence and presided 
at the hearing, when the evidence of the defendants and of 
the northern interests was presented; and that the report was 
issued by a member of the Commission. 

The document said it was desirable to have a commissioner 
present at an important hearing but it was to be regretted 
that due to his unfortunate illness Commissioner Lee should 
have personally heard the evidence only of one side “and if he 
was to prepare a proposed report was to do so without having 
heard personally the evidence offered by defendants and the 
northern interests.” 

“However, even when a commissioner has heard all of the 
evidence,” said the document, “whether he should himself pre- 
pare a proposed report on the correctness of which he must 
later, as a member of the Commission, sit in judgment present 
a serious question as to whether thereby the purposes of the 
proposed report procedure, are not, in part, at least, defeated.” 

The exceptions said that in only one other proceeding that 
its writer could find had a commissioner prepared the proposed 
report. That, they said, had been in the southern class rate 
case, and Commissioner Eastman wrote the report, because, 
as they understood, both the examiners had left the service of 
the Commission before the proposed report could be issued. 

“More serious, however,” said the states’ exception, “is the 
circumstance that here, although the Commission assigned one 
of its senior and ablest examiners to hear the evidence, and 
although he heard all of the evidence and presided during the 
hearings at which the evidence for the defendants and the 
northern interveners was presented, he has not promulgated a 
proposed report. One of two possibilities may account for this 
circumstance, either of which is to be regretted. 

“If Examiner Mattingly, after hearing all of the evidence, 
did not prepare a proposed report, this is exceedingly unfor- 
tunate since neither the Commission nor the parties have the 
benefit of his views, based upon his hearing of the evidence and 
his long experience with the Commission. 


“On the other hand, if Examiner Mattingly did prepare 
a proposed report, and it was not circulated because his recom- 
mended conclusions were at variance with those of Commis- 
sioner Lee and the junior examiner, then the situation is unfair 
to the northern interests and unfortunate for the purposes of 
the proposed report procedure. The Commission, will of course, 
in passing upon the case, desire to ascertain the facts, and if 
Examiner Mattingly did prepare a report, will seek the benefit 
of his views, based upon his personal hearing of all of the evi- 
dence. But it is to be regretted that the parties do not likewise 
have the benefit of the proposed report, because they are 
thereby deprived of the privilege of exceptions and arguments 
for or against his proposed findings and the Commission will be 
without such assistance as such arguments and exceptions 
would provide. 


“The fact that Commissioner Lee’s illness made it impos- 
sible for him to hear the evidence of the defendants and of the 
northern interests and that Examiner Mattingly, who pre- 
sided when that evidence was presented, has not submitted a 
proposed report, based upon his personal impressions of the 
evidence, may well account for the fact that the proposed 
report which has been promulgated fails to reflect the full im- 
port of this evidence.” 

Northern railroads, in exceptions to the proposed report, 
make the point, among others, that the movement of several 
of the commodities embraced in the complaint, by motor or by 
rail-and-water constitutes no reason for findings that any of 
the assailed rates are unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. They 
say that section 152 (2) directing the Commission to consider, 
among other things, the effect of rates on the movement of 
traffic, does not change the standards for testing the lawful- 
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ness of rates and does not justify the rates recommended by 
Commissioner Lee and Examiner Corcoran in their proposed 
report. 

Difficulties that southern shippers may experience in sell- 
ing certain of their products in the north, the carriers add, 
constitute no reason for findings that any of the assailed rates 
are unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. They further assert 
that the writers of the report failed to give effect to proper 
standards for testing the assailed rates under section 3. 

Alleged attitudes or changes of attitude of some or all of 
the defendant railroads, they declare, are without significance 
in testing the lawfulness of the assailed rates. Estimates of sys- 
tem average costs of carrying all freight, they declare, constitute 
no justification that rates on individual commodities are un- 
reasonable or otherwise unlawful. They declare that the report 
is in error in failing to show that there is no justification for the 
prescription of less than carload commodity rates on any of 
the commodities in issue. 

“The proposed report,” the northern lines assert, “fails to 
give due weight to cases in which the Commission has hereto- 
fore considered and prescribed rates from the south to the 
north.” 

The exceptions are in such form as to suggest that the 
northern railroads will go to court, in the event the Commis- 
sion adopts the proposed report, in that they cite liberally from 
decisions of the courts indicating that carriers are entitled to 
have rate cases decided on strict consideration of transporta- 
tion conditions. 

Central territory interveners confined their arguments in 
support of exceptions to what they called two main points. 
They are that this record contains no sufficient justification 
for complainants’ contention of “their right” to the rates sought, 
and that no sufficient evidence is shown as to their “need for 
such rates.” 

The central territory interveners said they took exception 
to substantially the entire proposed report. They said they 
believed its conclusions were directly contrary to those which 
were justified by the facts and the law. The analysis of the 
facts of record as submitted in the report on sheets 5 through 
64, they said, was insufficient in every respect and speaking 
generally developed inadequately, if at all, the evidence of the 
parties other than the complainants. 

They said the proposed report discussed at length the evi- 
dence of the complainants with respect to transportation cost 
which was “substantially confined to the conclusions of one 
witness” but made no reference whatever to the rebutting evi- 
dence offered by the defendant southern railroads, barely men- 
tioned the evidence as to cost offered by northern interveners 
and completely ignored and failed to discuss the criticisms made 
of the complainants’ cost figures and arguments based thereon. 

“It appears to accept this at substantially its face value 
in establishing relative costs,” says the argument with regard 
to the exceptions, “notwithstanding the fact that similar and 
at least as complete calculations have been presented to the 
Commission times without number and never until this case 


have they been regarded as controlling, and seldom even in- 
dicative. 


“The extensive evidence introduced by the northern inter- 
ests that goods of southern manufacture are sold freely in 
northern markets and there undersell goods of northern manu- 
facture has throughout the report been referred to ever so 
briefly and with the mere comment that this evidence shows 
competition between southern and northern manufacturers.” 

The central territory brief confessed the writing of excep- 
tions not fully in compliance with the Commission’s rules of 
practice. The writers said as to one exception that its accept- 
ance “would seem to require that the Commission should re- 
examine the complete record in this rather extensive case and 
that the drudgery of reaching that record and the briefs filed 
upon it would be imposed upon each commissioner.” 

“We must confess,” said the exceptants, “that that is our 
object and we plead that our departure so far from the usual 
procedure will be found more than justified by a review of 
the record in this case on the part of any impartial reader.” 

In conclusion, the central territory exceptants submitted 
that the proposed report should be substantially and completely 
rewritten to give fairer and more equitable analysis to all the 
evidence of record; that the Commission should find that the 
complainants had failed to sustain the burden of proving the 
allegations of the complaint and that the rates had been shown 
to be neither unreasonable, unduly prejudicial nor discrimina- 
tory and that the complaint should be dismissed. 

Criticism of the course of Commissioner Lee in this pro- 
ceeding in language identical with that used in the New York 
and Delaware exceptions, is voiced by Harry C. Ames in excep- 
tions filed for the New England Governors’ Railroad Freight 
Rate Committee. The exceptions said there was no need for 
detailed discussion of the issues. The complaint as finally 
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narrowed and broadened by taking out or adding commodities, 
it is declared, is a request that the Commission, find in respect 
of some fifteen commodities, or commodity descriptions, the 
rates applying from southern producing points into northern 
markets are unreasonable in and to the precise extent that they 
are higher, mile for mile, than corresponding rates prevailing 
within the north. 

The New England governors said their exceptions were 
directed to all of the recommended findings except the one 
recommending dismissal of the complaint as to specified com- 
modities. 

Presented to the Commission confessedly as a “principle 
case” to be used as a guide for the future, say the governors, 
the public question posed by this proceeding, stripped of all 
surpiusage and refinements of expression is whether “hue and 
cry” or the ordinary rules of rate making are to govern in 
this vexatious matter. 

Each commodity is treated specifically but chinaware is 
given general treatment. In respect of that commodity, say 
the governors, the proposed report delivers the “coup de 
grace” in rate making. 

“After setting out that due to difference in classification 
rates from the south to the north,” say the governors, “would be 
160 per cent of first class it refuses to find the rates unrea- 
sonable but does find them unduly prejudicial notwithstanding 
the only witness who appeared for complainants had not com- 
pleted construction of his plant!” 

Among objections urged to the report is acceptance as true 
of an insufficient and inconclusive showing that the cost of 
transportation in the south is no higher than within the north. 

In filing exceptions, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Ohio and 
Wisconsin together with their regulatory commissions said they 
desired to have it clearly understood that they did so without 
opposition to the removal of any inequities to the south which 
might inhere in the present interterritorial rates, or to the 
establishment of a just and reasonable structure between the 
territories, unembarrassed by any narrowly technical consid- 
eration at such time as the whole situation could be compre- 
hensively reviewed and present evils, if they existed, removed 
without the creation of new ones. They said they desired no 
preference or undue advantage for themselves but that they 
objected to the recommendations of the proposed report which, 
if adopted, would impose on their citizens undue and serious 
prejudice and disadvantage. 

The Commission, they said, should reject the destination 
rate level basis as legally and economically unsound, as unfair 
to the lower-rated territories, and as certain to create an untold 
number of unjust rate relationships and thus promote endless 
litigation. 

The State of New Jersey, New Jersey Board of Commerce 
and Navigation, South Jersey Port Commission, and New 
Jersey State Chamber of Commerce called attention to the 
fact that the report in this proceeding was not that of the 
senior examiner who, they observed, heard all of the evidence 
and who presided at the hearing at which the evidence was 
presented. They expressed the belief that the true function 
of the proposed report was largely negatived unless findings of 
fact and the recommendations were made by one who was in- 
dependent of and stood between the parties and the bench. 
They said it was to get regretted that, due to his illness, Com- 
missioner Lee had personally heard the evidence of only one 
side of the controversy. 

“Even had Commissioner Lee heard all of the evidence,” 
said New Jersey, “we believe it is open to serious question 
whether he should, himself, prepare a proposed report on the 
correctness and merit of which he must later sit in judgment 
as a member of the Commission. We believe that the real ques- 
tion is presented as to whether, thereby, the whole purposes 
of proposed report procedure are not, in part at least, defeated.” 

The New Jersey exceptions use in large part the language 
also used in exceptions filed by New York and Delaware and the 
New England governors committee. 

Southern railroads said that if the Commission made any 
findings with respect to transportation costs in the south as 
compared with the north and with respect to the general rate 
level in the south as compared with the north, they insisted 
that, based on the facts of record, the findings must be that 
transportation costs were higher in the south than in the north 
and that the general rate level in the south was higher than 
in the north. Regardless of the fact with respect to transporta- 
tion costs, they said rates on commodities from the south to 
the north where such commodities were sold in competition 
with like articles produced in the north, should be on a basis 
which would permit the free movement of the traffic. In cases 
of this kind, they added, relative reasonableness, rather than 
rate levels or transportation costs, became the important 
things to be considered. 

Exceptions devoted to particular commodities were filed 
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by, among others, the Holland Furnace Co., the Belleville (Ill.) 
Chamber of Commerce, American Excelsior Corporation, New 
Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau and the Vermont Marble Co. 
The last mentioned said it adopted in general the foreword of 
the New England governors’ committee in which observations 
were made about the report having been made by Commissioner 
Lee and that Examiner Mattingly, the senior examiner, had 
made no report in the matter. 


OUTSTANDING ORDERS VACATION 

The Commission has issued “show cause” orders as to a 
number of old decisions, the maintenance part of which, it is 
suggested, might well be vacated. It has set May 29 as the 
date on which those who object to vacation shall show cause 
why the orders should stand as issued. Replies to any returns 
are to be filed not later than June 19. The dockets in which 
the Commission has issued show cause orders are as follows: 
Nos. 11203, 12783; 13561; 13840; 13869; 13869, Sub. 1; 14091; 
14256; 14629; 15363; 15508; 15584; 15585; 15861; 15939; 16065; 
16066; 16081; 16100; 16170; 16170, Sub. 1; 16207; 16208; 
16216; 16216, Sub. 1; 16257; 16357; 16390; 16507; 16544; 16621; 
16657; 16816; 16847; 16872; 16888; 16937; 17008; 17017; 17179; 
17196; 17842; 17748; 14781; 14781, Sub. 1, 2 and 3; 15338; 
15407; 15564; 16048; 16108; 16295; 16323; 16323, Sub. 1, 2 and 
3; 16327; 16341; 16341, Sub. 1 and 2; 16419; 16480; 16517; 
16687; 16769; 16839; 16849; 16930; 17012; 17038; 17038, Sub. 1; 
17214 and 17292. 


SHIPPER NOT GUILTY 

The Commission in a statement by Secretary Bartel, said 
that a jury in the federal courts at Greenville, S. C., April 26, 
found C. E. Luttrell & Co. not guilty of having solicited con- 
cessions in violation of the Elkins act as alleged in the indict- 
ment. The allegation was that the solicitation was by the 
filing of claims with the Southern Railway Co. in which false 
representations were made that carloads of scrap iron moving 
into Greenville for completion of loading had not been partially 
unloaded. (See Traffic World, Oct. 15, 1938, page 753.) The 
carrier’s tariffs, said the secretary's statement, provided that 
if shipments of scrap iron stopped for the purpose of com- 
pletion of loading were partially unloaded the lower through 
rate from point of origin to final destination would not be 
applicable but that a higher combination of rates based on 
Greenville would be applicable. The jury returned a verdict 
of not guilty on all counts of the indictment. 

Cc. E. Luttrell, president of the company, said that the 
charges grew out of erroneous information given the Commis- 
sion by a freight agent at Greenville, S. C. On April 27, he 
said, this agent requested the Luttrell company to present the 
paid freight bills for refund. 


STATUS OF ORE DOCK LABORERS 


Addison Miller, Inc., a corporation asserting that it is a 
contractor which loads and unloads iron ore for the Northern 
Pacific at Superior, Wis., has been permitted to intervene in 
Ex Parte No. 72, sub-No. 1, regulations concerning class of 
employes and subordinate officials that are to be included 
within the term “employment” under the railway labor act. 

As grounds for intervention Addison Miller, Inc., asserts 
that in its ordinary business course it has made a contract 
with the Northern Pacific, according to the terms of which the 
work of unloading iron ore into the ore dock and loading the 
ore into vessels at Superior is performed by it as an independ- 
ent contractor and not as a carrier; that the employes en- 
gaged by it in the work performed under the contract are its 
employes and are not employes of a carrier as defined by sec- 
tion 1 (5) of the railway labor act. 

The proceeding in which Addison Miller, Inc., has been per- 
mitted to intervene is the petition of the Brotherhood of Rail- 
way Clerks, etc., to amend or interpret orders of the Commis- 
sion now in effect, defining work as that of an employe or 


subordinate official to include work of ore dock foremen and 
laborers. 





ELKINS ACT FINE 


The Commission has been advised that Colonial Molasses 
Company, Inc., of Brooklyn, N. Y., has pleaded guilty to one 
count of a five count information charging violations of the 
Elkins act and has been fined $1,000. This information, filed 
in the district court for the eastern district of New York, 
charged the defendant, said a statement by Secretary Bartel, 
with solicitation of concessions from the lawful freight rates 
applying on syrup N. O. I. B. N., by billing its shipments as 
refiners’ residual syrup. This matter was investigated by rep- 
resentatives of the Commission’s Bureau of Inquiry, said the 
secretary. 
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PETROLEUM IN NORTHWEST 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The Commission, division 5, in MC C125, petroleum over 
motor carrier routes in northwest, on its own motion, has 
instituted an investigation of the rates on petroleum and its 
products and benzol and solvents in tank trucks from points 
in Montana to points in Idaho and Washington, and from 
points in Oregon and Washington, such as Portland and Seattle, 
to destinations in Idaho, Oregon and Washington. There has 
been turmoil in the rates in that territory for a long time. 
The proceeding has been assigned for hearing, before Examiner 
Boss, June 5, at Portland, Ore. 


CENTRAL VERMONT ABANDONMENT 


Abandonment by the Central Vermont Railway, Inc., of a 
branch line extending from South Barre to Williamstown, Vt., 
approximately 3.88 miles, has been authorized by the Commis- 
sion, division 4, in Finance No. 12111. After pointing out that 
the branch had been operated at a loss and that traffic avail- 
able to it was insufficient to warrant its retention, the report 
said that applicant had agreed to maintain service until July 1. 
The net salvage value of the branch is estimated to be $1,200. 


M. & ST. L. RECEIVERSHIP 
The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 12263, Min- 
neapolis & St. Louis receivership, has authorized George E. 
Roosevelt, R. G. Page and Philip N. Cristal, to serve as a pro- 
tective committee for holders of Iowa Central Railway Cc. irst 
mortgage five per cent gold bonds in accordance wit the 
terms of a deposit agreement. 


STORAGE AT NEW YORK 


The Warehousemen’s Protective Committee in Ex Parte 
No. 104, part VI, warehousing and storage of property by car- 
riers at the port of New York, N. Y., answering a petition of 
the port of New York Authority, says that this case is a com- 
pletely and finally decided matter which should not be re- 
opened. The New York petition asks the Commission to enter 
on a further investigation at Portland, Me., and eight over 
north Atlantic ports, or, in the alternative, institute independ- 
ent investigation into the warehousing and storage rates, 
charges, rules and practices at the nine ports which did not 
include the port of New York. 

There was merit, said the committee, in the port of New 
York Authority’s request that the Commission institute either 
an independent general investigation of railroad storage rates 
at the nine ports, or an independent investigation at each of 
those ports. If the Commission granted that part of the peti- 
tion, the committee said, the resulting investigation should be 
under a docket number other than Ex Parte No. 104, part VI, 
in order that there might be no possibility of suspending or 
disturbing the final decision in that case. 

The committee said it concurred in the view of the New 
York Port Authority that there should be no discrimination in 
railroad storage rates, or practices, as among the several north 
Atlantic ports. However, it said, the fault that invited cor- 
rection was in the unduly low (below cost) storage and 
handling rates at the ports other than New York, and the fur- 
ther investigation should be directed to those rates. It ex- 
pressed the hope the Commission would be able to expedite any 
investigation of the matter under consideration. 


COLORED PASSENGER ACCOMMODATIONS 

Arthur W. Mitchell, the colored representative in Congress, 
from a Chicago district, in equity No. 500, Arthur W. Mitchell 
vs. United States of America, trustees of the Rock Island, the 
Illinois Central and the Pullman Company, has asked the fed- 
eral court for the northern district of Illinois, eastern division, 
to give him the relief prayed for in his complaint filed before 
the Commission, No. 27844, Arthur W. Mitchell vs. Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific et al. He has asked the court to set 
aside, as null and void, the order of the Commission dismissing 
the complaint. Dismissal was based on a finding that present 
accommodations for colored passengers traveling in Arkansas 
over the line of the Rock Island on through journeys from 
Chicago, Ill., to Hot Springs, Ark., are not unjustly discrim- 
inatory or unduly prejudicial. 

The colored congressman alleges in his petition to the 
court that he will suffer irreparable loss and damage unless 
the order, dated November 7, 1938, dismissing his complaint, 
be set aside, annulled and vacated. 

Mitchell’s petition alleges that the order of dismissal is 
based on arbitrary and unjust findings; that the findings are 
contrary to the evidence; that there are no findings of fact to 
support the order; that the orders and findings are contrary 
to the laws of the United States; that in making the orders 
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and findings the Commission disregarded the undisputed and 
uncontradicted evidence; that the orders and findings are con- 
trary to and conflict with the Constitution; that they are a de- 
nial of due process of law; and are a denial of the equal pro- 
tection of the laws as guaranteed by the fourteenth amendment 
to the Constitution. 


MISSISSIPPI RATE CASE 

The order of the Commission of November 8, 1938, fixing 
rates within the state of Mississippi on sand, gravel, fertilizer 
and fertilizer materials, was upheld by the Supreme Court of 
the United States May 1. In a “per curiam” decision, the court 
merely noted affirmation of the decision of the U, S. district 
court, Jackson division, southern district of Mississippi, up- 
holding the order. The ruling was made in No. 742, State of 
Mississippi ex rel Greek L. Rice vs. United States. The court 
cited in support of its ruling I. C. C. vs. U. P., 222 U. S. 541, 
547, 548; Los Angeles switching case, 234 U. S. 294, 311, 312; 
and U. S. vs. American Tin Plate Co., 301 U. S. 402, 411. 


TEXAS ELECTRIC STATUS 


The Supreme Court of the United States May 1 ruled that 
it had probable jurisdiction in No. 860, Texas Electric Railway 
Co., appellant, vs. Clyde O. Eastus, U. S. attorney for the 
northern district of Texas, and Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, in which the U. S. district court for the northern district 
of Texas upheld a finding of the Commission that the company 
was not an electric interurban exempted from the provisions 
of the railway labor act. 


MINIMUM L. C. L. CHARGE 


Chairmen of the three big classification territory commit- 
tees have announced that no change will be made in the min- 
imum charge for less than carload shipments. A proposal to 
increase the charge from 55 cents to one dollar has been on 
their docket since last summer. E. F. Lacey, executive secre- 
tary of the National Industrial Traffic League, in announcing 
the abandonment of the proposal said that the League had 
opposed the change. 


I. C. C. APPOINTMENTS 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Balthasar H. Meyer ended his service as a member of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission April 30. That day being 
Sunday, his actual work ceased the day before. He began 
service December 31, 1910. 

Mr. Meyer did not, in words, resign. He had asked the 
President, April 15, to be “released from his duties” as of May 
1. The report that Mr. Meyer had asked the President to 
“release” him from duty May 1 (see Traffic World, April 22, p. 
915) was accurate as shown by an announcement by Secre- 
tary Bartel, April 29, that the President had “granted Com- 
missioner Meyer’s request to be released” as of May 1, and 
correspondence between Mr. Meyer and the President, made 
available at that time. In making his request, Mr. Meyer said: 


The reported withdrawal of Mr. Amlie’s name again raises the 
question of my successor. While I should have been glad to be reap- 
pointed, as our chairman advised you last December, the nomination 
of Mr. Amlie following your letter to me of January 21, was conclusive 
evidence that you did not see your way clear to reappoint me. The 
resulting prolonged period of uncertainty has not been satisfactory to 
me. Since I must change my work, I feel that I should do so as soon 
as practicable. I therefore respectfully request to be released from my 
present duties on May 1, unless another person qualifies for my posi- 
tion at an earlier date. 


Prior correspondence between the President and Mr. Meyer 
consists of a letter from the President, dated January 21 in 
which the commissioner was notified that he would not be 
reappointed, and Commissioner Meyer’s acknowledgement, 
three days later. The President’s letter said: 


As your term as a member of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
has expired and I am about to send to the Senate the nomination of 
your successor, I desire to take this occasion to thank you for your long 
and distinguished service—the longest, I am told, in the history of the 
Commission. 

During all these years of great and difficult changes in our trans- 
portation problem you have served with wisdom, and vision, and pro- 
digious industry. And now that you are bringing to a close this long 
service I cannot restrain the impulse to assure you of my appreciation 
of duties faithfully performed and to wish you health and happiness 
in the years ahead. 


In acknowledgement of that notice Mr. Meyer said: 


Your letter of the 21st instant advising me that you were about 
to send to the Senate the nomination of my successor was deliv- 
ered to me by special messenger several hours before that nomina- 
tion actually reached the Senate. For this solicitous consideration I 
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wish to thank you sincerely. But I wish to thank you especially for 
the friendly and appreciative things you say about my many years of 
service as a member of the Interstate Commerce Commission; and I 
also wish to thank you for your personal good wishes. 

I have often said that the President has the most difficult job in the 
country. That job has never been more difficult than now. From the 
lofty viewpoint of the chief executive you know better than anyone else 
what work needs most to be done for the nation during these difficult 
times. As a private citizen I hope to be able in a humble way to co- 
operate in promoting the common good. 

I beg to be permitted to wish you and your entire remarkable fam- 
ily a full measure of health and happiness. 


J. Haden Alldredge, of Alabama, assumed the duties of his 
office in place of Commissioner McManamy, May 1, Commis- 
sioner Lee, as successor to himself continued his work without 
interruption, under the terms of the statute providing for con- 
tinuance in office until a successor shall have been appointed 
and he shall have qualified. Mr. McManamy, under that provi- 
sion of the interstate commerce act continued to serve until 
Mr. Alldredge took the oath of office and assumed his duties. 

Release of Mr. Meyer from duty as of May 1, by President 
Roosevelt, left that place actually unoccupied notwithstanding 
the hold-over provision of the statute, intended to prevent 
such an actual vacancy, until a successor shall qualify to take 
the office. 


Cc. A. A. MEMBER 


The Senate has confirmed the nomination of Edward P. 
Warner to be a member of the Civil Aeronautics Authority. 


AIR TRAFFIC 


In March scheduled airlines in the United States carried 
106,349 revenue passengers aS compared with 77,739 in March, 
1938, an increase of 36.8 per cent, according to a compilation 
by the Civil Aeronautics Authority. In that month the airlines 
carried 685,274 pounds of express for a total of 415.083,212 
miles as compared with 558,113 pounds for 346,309,637 miles 
in March, 1938. The revenue passenger load factor for March, 
1939, was 52.34 per cent, compared with 48.01 per cent in 
March last year. 


AIR LINE CERTIFICATE ISSUED 

The Civil Aeronautics Authority has authorized the issu- 
ance of a certificate to Pennsylvania-Central Airlines for the 
transportation of persons, property and mail between Norfolk, 
Va., and Detroit, Mich.; between Detroit, Mich., and Milwau- 
kee, Wis.; between Grand Rapids, Mich., and Chicago, IIl.; be- 
tween Washington, D. C., and Buffalo, N. Y.; between Detroit, 
Mich., and Sault Saint Marie, Mich.; between Pittsburgh, Pa., 
and Buffalo, N. Y., and between Pittsburgh, Pa., and Baltimore, 
Md. 


HANDBOOK FOR PRIVATE FLYERS 

The Civil Aeronautics Authority has announced the publica- 
tion of a fifty-page handbook for use of private pilots and 
students qualifying for solo and private certificates under the 
Authority’s vocational flight training program. It constitutes a 
digest of information with which a student pilot must be thoro- 
oughly familiar so as to pass the tests for solo and private flying 
certificates. Pointing out that it was the initial step in its plan 
to present the civil air regulations in simplified form to the 
aviation fraternity, the Authority said the handbook contained 
air traffic rules, information on meteorology and navigation, 
wind velocity scales and explanation of weather report symbols, 
and certification and registration of aircraft. 


AIRCRAFT EXPORTS 


An increase of nearly 40 per cent in aircraft exports for 
1938 is shown in production figures made public by the Civil 
Aeronautics Authority. A total of 875 aircraft manufactured 
in aa country were exported in 1938 as compared with 626 
in 1937. 

The grand total of production for both the domestic civil 
and the export markets amounted to 2,698 in 1938 as against 
2,915 in 1937, and 2,152 in 1936. These totals do not include 
aircraft delivered to the United States military services. 

The domestic civil production included 1,706 monoplanes 
and 117 biplanes. Of the monoplanes, 1,653 were single-engined, 
and 53 were multi-engined. All of the 117 biplanes were single- 
engined. In addition, 32 gliders, 6 lighter-than-air aircraft and 
1 autogiro were manufactured during 1938. 

While the total number of planes produced for the domestic 
civil market showed a decrease of nearly 500 below 1937, the 
number of small aircraft (those under 1,300 pounds) was less 
than 40 below the number manufactured in 1937. 

Of the 1,823 airplanes produced for domestic civil use, 
1,724 were made by thirty manufacturers, while the remaining 
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99 were production of miscellaneous manufacturers or indi- 
viduals. Four firms produced the parts for 17 planes. 


AIR MAIL RATES OF PAY 


Continental Air Lines, Inc., has asked the Civil Aeronautics 
Authority for an order fixing a reasonable rate of compensation 
for the transportation of mail over its route, recently authorized 
by the Authority, between Pueblo, Colo., and Wichita, Kan. 
The air line asked for a rate of 39 cents an airplane mile from 
the first 100 pounds of mail or fraction thereof, plus 2% per 
cent of that rate an airplane mile for each additional 25 pounds 
of mail or fraction thereof, computed at the end of each calen- 
dar month on the basis of the average mail load carried a mile 
over the route in such month, to be applied without reference 
to any base mileage for the route. 

The petitioner said the traffic over the new route was, as 
yet, undeveloped. It pointed out that it would be faced with the 
problems and expenses incident to the establishment of a new 
service. 

The air line, at present, operates between Denver, Colo., 
and El Paso, Tex., designated as Route No. 29. 


FEDERAL AIRWAYS SYSTEM 


The Civil Aeronautics Authority has announced the com- 
pletion of work on May 1 which adds 1,500 miles of new air- 
ways to the federal airways system, at a cost of $2,000,000. 
This, it said, was in addition to the completion on April 1 of 
the $5,000,000 modernization program begun a year and a half 
ago. At the same time the Authority announced that it was 
preparing to let contracts after July 1 for about 2,000 more 
miles of airways, including beacon lights and emergency land- 
ing fields. It said it was further preparing to embark on a 
large scale experiment with ultra-high frequency radio ranges 
on the busy New York-Chicago airway. 

Charles I. Stanton, director of the Bureau of Federal Air- 
ways, in a report to Clinton M. Hester, administrator, in charge 
of the airways plant, according to a statement by the Author- 
ity, pointed out that the federal airways system now covered 
25,500 miles. It said that no other airways system covered 
such a length of line with anything like such complete facilities 
for radio and visual aids to navigation. 

Pointing out that it had planned to erect range stations 
on the New York-Chicago line at distances of 90 to 110 miles, 
the Authority said it was hoped to let contracts for those sta- 
tions not later than September, with construction to be com- 
pleted in January, 1940. 

The Authority said that under the $7,000,000 appropriation 
to become available July 1, $2,000,000 was contract authoriza- 
tion under current appropriations, detailed plans for which were 
as follows: $1,237,100 for the installation of airway aids on 
airways of the Omaha-Bismarck, El] Paso-Albuquerque, Tulsa- 
Kansas City, Billings-Great Falls, Bangor-Caribou, Dayton- 
Goshen, Baltimore-Buffalo, and Huron-Minneapolis; $90,000 
for the relocation of airway aids on the Tucson-Rodeo leg of 
the Phoenix-E] Paso airway; $162,500 for purchase and in- 
stallation of ultra-high frequency radio station location mark- 
ers to complete all vertical radiator type radio range stations, 
65 stations; and $472,200 for the installation of additional radio 
range stations and teletype weather-reporting stations. 


A. A. R. MEETING 


Concern over proposed legislation providing for pooling 
of freight rate increases was expressed at the meeting of the 
member roads of the Association of American Railroads in 
New York May 3. 

The subcommittee of the Senate interstate commerce com- 
mittee handling S. 2009, at the request of Senator Reed, of 
Kansas, has drafted a provision providing for pooling of in- 
creases in rates, and the railroads, it was said, wished to have 
it eliminated from the bill. 

Sentiment in the association against such a pooling pro- 
vision is unanimous, according to officers. 

If the pooling proposal is reported to the whole committee 
an effort will be made to have it eliminated there. 

The A. A. R. meeting was brief, most of the time having 
been taken up by an explanation of the legislative situation 
by R. V. Fletcher, general counsel of the association. 

The only formal action taken, it was said, was approval 
of the recommendation of the board of directors that $669,000 
be provided for advertising and public relations work of the 
association for the year beginning June 1. This recommenda- 
tion was agreed to at a meeting of the board April 28. The 
appropriation for the year ending May 31 is $650,000. Mr. 
Fletcher reviewed the legislative situation at the board’s meet- 
ing. The board decided not to appeal the case in which the 
carriers failed to obtain an injunction against enforcement of 
the Commission’s order requiring installation of merchanical 
stokers on locomotives. 





——— 
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OUTLOOK FOR LEGISLATION 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


If any so-called major transportation legislation is enacted 
at this session of Congress, the expectation now is that it will 
be limited to a regulatory bill along the lines of S. 2009 and 
the Chandler bill, H. R. 5407, providing for voluntary arrange- 
ments between railroads and their creditors. 

Observers believe that, even if the Senate should pass a 
bill along the lines of S. 1869, the Wheeler-Truman railroad 
reorganization court bill, it would be sidetracked in the House. 

The Wheeler-Truman bills relating to holding companies 
and control of expenditures of railroads, S. 2016 and S. 1310, 
respectively, it is believed, will not be passed at this session. 
Senator Wheeler has said he will not press for action on the 
holding company bill at this time. 

The subcommittee of the Senate interstate commerce com- 
mittee has virtually completed its revision of S. 2009 for report 
to the whole committee. The subcommittee of the House com- 
mittee on interstate and foreign commerce was still engaged 
this week in consideration of the bills assigned to it. 

There was talk that the Senate subcommittee might include 
in S. 2009 the provisions of S. 1310. 

Contract motor carriers were seeking adoption of an amend- 
ment to S. 2009 to prevent contracts being made public. It was 
understood that the subcommittee had agreed to other amend- 
ments sought on behalf of the motor carriers. 


RAIL REORGANIZATION BILL 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Drastic cutting of financial structures of railroads would 
be required by provisions of S. 1869, the Wheeler-Truman rail- 
road reorganizatiton bill, according to opponents of the bill 
who contend that the measure goes much too far in that 
direction. 

In discussion while Max Lowenthal, special counsel to the 
railroad subcommittee, was explaining provisions of the bill 
at the hearing before the Senate interstate commerce commit- 
tee, Luther M. Walter pointer out that the Commission had 
certified to the court a reorganization plan for the Chicago & 
Eastern Illinois calling for a capitalization of approximately 
$61,000,000. 

Under S. 1869, however, he said, the maximum capital as- 
sets would range from $4,145,240 to $20,837,420, depending on 
the period used for making computations as provided in the 
bill. 


The bill provides that no plan shall be made effective if 
there is substantial reason to believe that the fixed charges 
thereunder and other requirements specified by the bill (see 
Traffic World, March 25, p. 665), can not be met by “expect- 
able” earnings which the Commission is required to determine. 

It is provided that it “shall be a rebutable presump- 
tion that the expectable future average annual earnings of the 
property will not exceed the annual average earnings of the 
property during the six calendar years preceding the date of 
the close of the hearings by the Commission on any matter to 
which such presumption may be relevant: Provided, That 
there shall be no presumption that the expectable future av- 
erage annual earnings will equal such average earnings.” 

Mr. Walter said if the six-year period 1931-1936, inclusive, 
were used, the capitalization of the C. & E. I. would be $4,- 
145,240. If the period 1932-1937 were used, it would be 
$14,122,180, and if the period 1933-1938 were used, it would 
be $20,837,420, said he. 

In supporting the bill Mr. Lowenthal said in effect that 
if railroads in need of financial reorganization were properly 
reorganized they would be bulwarks against depressions rather 
than “accelerators of depressions.” 

Determination of “measurements” for reorganization by 
the Commission, he indicated, would make for sound reorgan- 
izations and prevent recurrence of reorganizations. 

The bill, said he, would require the Commission to capital- 
ize on the basis of earnings to be determined as provided in it. 

If six years were held to be too short a time for the com- 
putation of the average annual earnings in the past, Mr. Low- 
enthal suggested that it be provided that a period of twelve 
years be taken. 

Chairman Jones and Cassius M. Clay, assistant general 
counsel, of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, supported 
the proposal for creation of a special railroad reorganization 
court at the hearing May 1. Both suggested that changes be 
made, however, in the Wheeler-Truman bill. 

It would make a more workable bill, said Mr. Jones, if 
the Commission were left free to make all findings. As to 
measuring capitalization of reorganized companies on expect- 
able earnings, he believed that the Commission should have 
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complete authority to take into account all factors in arriving 
at findings as to capitalization. 

Earnings might be temporarily up or down, said Mr. Jones. 
He had known, he continued, where favorable showings were 
made as to earnings simply for the purpose of sale, expenses 
having been unjustifiably cut to make such holdings. Again, 
he said, by reason of special circumstances, a road might have 
exceptional earnings which could not be maintained over a 
period of years. On this point Chairman Jones indicated he 
felt it would be unwise to tie the Commission’s hands too much 
in the fixing of capitalization. 

Referring to the provision that “it shall be a rebuttable 
presumption that the expectable future average annual earn- 
ings of the property will not exceed the annual average earn- 
ings of the property during the six calendar years preceding the 
date of the close of the hearings by the Commission on any 
matter to which such presumption may be relevant,’ Mr. Jones 
advised that the six-year period to be left “open,” and Chairman 
Wheeler said he and Mr. Lowenthal felt that six years was 
much too short a time. 

Senator White, of Maine, raised question as to the words, 
‘if any,” in the following sentence in the bill: 

The Commission shall determine the value of any operating rail- 
road property by capitalizing at a reasonable rate the expectable future 
average annual earnings of the property, as determined by the Com- 
mission under subsection (d), giving only such effect, if any, to the 
present cost of reproduction, either new or less depreciation, or to the 
original cost of the property, or to the actual investment therein as may 


be required by the Constitution of the United States in the determina- 
tion of value for the particular purpose involved. 


Inclusion of the words, “if any,” said Senator White, 
seemed to him to be permission to disregard everything except 
earnings. Senator Austin, of Vermont, said he would rather 
see the entire clause eliminated. Senator Wheeler said if there 
was seridus objection to the words they could be taken out, 
though he did not see that it made much difference whether 
they were retained or cut out. 

Chairman Jones said it was highly desirable that provi- 
sion be made for the salvaging of the work already done by the 
Commission in reorganization proceedings. Senator Wheeler 
said he thoroughly agreed that that should be done and that 
that had been the purpose of the authors of the bill. If that 
had not been accomplished he indicated it would be. 

Railroads had paid the penalty of criticism for exorbitant 
and ridiculous reorganization fees, said Mr. Jones, expressing 
the hope that the awarding of such fees would be prevented 
in the future. There was general agreement among the sen- 
ators that that should be done. Senator Wheeler believed that 
having a single reorganization court in Washington would tend 
to correct that situation as the judges would be under scrutiny 
of members of Congress. 

It was desirable, said Mr. Jones, to provide for speeding 
up the work of the Commission. Chairman Wheeler said that 
that matter was being considered in connection with S. 2009 
and it was hoped something would be worked out so that the 
Commission could handle it without being reorganized by 
statute. . 

Creation of a special reorganization court, Mr. Jones said, 
would be helpful. 

Senator Austin, in connection with recommendation by 
Mr. Jones that the bill be revised so that it would be more 
flexible, called attention to the transportation exhibit at the 
New York world’s fair as showing that one had to keep an 
open mind on future transportation developments. He urged 
his colleagues to visit the exhibit. 

Mr. Clay recommended that provision be made that pres- 
ent reorganization proceedings before the Commission be con- 
tinued until the Commission had issued final orders in them 
under the present act. Senator Wheeler said an effort would 
be made to work out something along that line. Mr. Clay 
did not think there was ground for the allegation that the work 
of the Commission would be junked under the bill. 

In answer to Senator Wheeler Mr. Clay said he thought 
equity receiverships should also be subject to the jurisdiction of 
the special court. 

Mr. Clay expressed the opinion there would be no major 
railroad reorganization effected under section 77 of the fed- 
eral bankruptcy act unless that act were “loosened up” as pro- 
vided in the Wheeler-Truman bill. The opportunities that now 
existed for effecting delay was the reason, he indicated. 

Samuel H. Cady, vice-president and general counsel of 
the Chicago & North Western Railway, at the hearing May 2 
opposed the creation of a railroad reorganization court, con- 
tending if such a court were created there would be delay 
in reorganization proceedings, that there was no occasion for 
creating a court by reason of delay in the handling of pro- 
ceedings under the present law and that some of the powers 
it was proposed to give the court would be ill advised. 
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There was no royal road to the knowledge those had who 
had been handling the reorganization proceedings, he said, 
adding it would take months of study for the new court to 
become familiar with the records. 

Chairman Wheeler said he was convinced there had to 
be a central court to handle railroad reorganizations. He 
reiterated he did not think the bill would “junk” the work 
already done and said if better language was necessary it 
would be adopted so that the work would not be “junked.” 

Mr. Cady told of the status of the C. & N. W. reorgani- 
zation case in which the examiner’s report has been issued. 
He said a capitalization of around $450,000,000 had been pro- 
posed. The proposed reorganization court could start all over 
again, he contended. Those who had drafted the bill, he 
continued, had set up certain standards which were incon- 
sistent with the thought of the Commission and the court as 
indicated in the C. & N. W. case. 

In reply to Senator Schwartz, of Wyoming, Mr. Cady said 
it was a fact he did not wish the C. & N. W. reorganization 
to be under the bill. Chairman Wheeler brought out that the 
C. & N. W. reorganization was in the hands of Judge Barnes 
and said the judge had paid no attention to criticism of fees 
allowed by the court, made by the Commission and the Re- 
construction Finance Corporation. 

Reference also was made by Chairman Wheeler to a news- 
paper report to the effect that the Commission had criticized 
Cc. & N. W. counsel for delaying proceedings in the case of 
the C. & N. W. but Mr. Cady said he was not aware of any 
criticism having been made by the Commission. He said time 
had been asked to make studies which had been requested. 

Under the bill, said he, the capitalization of the C. & N. W., 
based on earnings for the six-year period 1933-1938, would be 
$113,000,000, while the salvage value of the property was 
$110,000,000. Chairman Wheeler said the six-year period pro- 
vision would be eliminated and a much longer period stipulated 
or no period would be fixed in the bill. He indicated he did 
not think counsel should have any concern as to that feature 
of that bill. There was no purpose to destroy the railroads, 
said he, and what was desired was sound capitalization. 

Pointing out that the examiner’s C & N W report wiped 
out the stockholders, Mr. Cady said provision should be made 
for the stockholders having a share in the property if and 
when earnings came back. 


In discussion of what had brought about the financial con- 
dition of the railroads, Mr. Cady said that while railroad man- 
agement might have been in large part responsible, it was not 
solely so and part of the blame rested on Congress, which had 
levied taxes and had enacted such pieces of legislation as the 
Hoch-Smith resolution, among other things. 


Shedding of “crocodile tears” for small stockholders did 
not appeal to Senator Tobey, of New Hampshire, who con- 
tended that it was the desire for control and manipulation of 
railroad properties that dominated reorganization of railroads. 
That sort of thing was going to be stopped by this Congress, 
said he, particularly with respect to holding company opera- 
tions. 


“Let’s cut out the bunk,” said Senator Tobey. 


Mr. Cady replied in effect he was not talking “bunk” to 
the committee when he spoke of being concerned about the 
small stockholder. Senator Tobey indicated he was referring 
to the situation generally, and not to the witness. 


Under the bill the members of the special court would be 
nominated by the President. Senator Minton asked if Mr. 
Cady, who had expressed concern about the composition of the 
court, would approve if the judges were selected by the Chief 
Justice of the United States. That would be “some different,” 
said Mr. Cady. 


Commenting on the idea that if the court sat in Wash- 
ington it would be under the eye of Congress, Mr. Cady 
thought judges should be independent. Senator Wheeler 
asked him if he knew any who were. He named Judge Geiger 
at Milwaukee. 


This aroused Senator Tobey to comment critically on 
Judge Wilkerson and gave as his reason therefore the allow- 
ances the judge had made to the receivers and counsel in the 
old Milwaukee reorganization case. 


Marcus L. Bell, general counsel of the Chicago, Rock Is- 
land & Pacific, sitting at the witness table, spoke highly of 
Judge Wilkerson, and Senator Tobey asked for five minutes 
to develop the matter about the fees and the appointment of 
the receivers which he said had been brought about by Kuhn, 
Loeb & Co. These matters were gone into by the subcom- 
mittee of the Senate interstate commerce committee which 
investigated railroad financing. After Senator Tobey had se- 
verely criticized Judge Wilkerson and spoke of the common 
people and the concern that judges and others should have 
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for them, Mr. Bell said he believed Judge Wilkerson to be an 
honest, able, fearless man. 

Senator Truman said he thought Judge Wilkerson should 
be impeached for what he did in the Milwaukee case and that 
he had recommended impeachment. Mr. Bell said every action 
Judge Wilkerson had taken had been at the behest of the 
Milwaukee bondholders. 

It was brought out that the Rock Island reorganization 
case was in Judge Wilkerson’s court. 

Mr. Bell said Judge Wilkerson was a man of honor and 
integrity and stuck to that statement after Senator Tobey 
asked if he still held that view in the light of what had been 
said about the judge in connection with the Milwaukee. 

“T hope for Mr. Bell’s sake that Judge Wilkerson gets 
a copy of the, record here,” said Senator Minton. 

Mr. Cady contended a local court was in a better position 
than a central court in Washington to choose effective trustees. 
Senator Wheeler thought, however, that local judges picked out 
friends and that scandals had resulted. 

Senator Minton said a central court would become expert 
in the handling of reorganization cases and would do a better 
job than the district courts because of specializing on one sub- 
ject. 

Chairman Wheeler and Senator Minton indicated they felt 
the question was whether a “good court” would be appointed. 

“T think you will get a good court,” said Senator Wheeler. 

Senator Wheeler at the hearing May 3 said a statement at- 
tributed to Luther M. Walter to the effect that the reorganiza- 
tion court was being proposed because railroad labor wanted it 
was “totally unfair and inaccurate’’—that there was not one 
word of truth in it. 

Mr. Walter asked that he have an opportunity to make a 
statement about the matter when he took the witness chair 
and appealed to the chairman for the consideration that would 
be accorded an humble citizen. The senator agreed he should 
have that consideration. 

The chairman’s remarks were based on a report of what 
Mr. Walter was alleged to have said in an extemporaneous ad- 
dress made the day before at a meeting of the New York 
Traffic Club. Asked about what he had said, Mr. Walter said 
he had said that George M. Harrison, railroad labor leader, 
favored the reorganization bill because under it railroad se- 
curity holders other than first mortgage bondholders would be 
wiped out and leave the railroad properties to those bond- 
holders and labor. 

Holman D. Pettibone, president of the Chicago Title & 
Trust Co., Chicago, Ill., and trustee of the Chicago, Indianapolis 
& Louisville Railway Co., opposed the creation of a reorgani- 
zation court on the basis of long experience in receivership, 
liquidation and reorganization work. He explained that the 
trust company specialized in that work. With respect to S. 
1869 he said he was in hearty accord with most of the proposed 
amendments to section 77 of the bankruptcy act “but I am 
vigorously opposed to the creation of a special court to admin- 
ister railroad reorganizations.” 

“I believe that there is no need for a special court to ac- 
complish railroad reorganizations and that the court will not 
only fail to be of assistance in accomplishing such reorganiza- 
tions but that it will prove to be in experience a positive det- 
riment,” said he. 

Such a court, he contended, was not necessary for the pro- 
tection of the public interest. He said it was argued that be- 
cause there had been abuses in certain cases some discredit 
had fallen on the federal courts as a whole. There was no 
denying the fact that there had been cases which had been 
poorly administered, where the court’s appointees were not 
competent and where the fees and expenses of reorganization 
had ben excessive, said he. As to these criticisms, however, 
he added, it must be borne in mind that disappointed inves- 
tors were always critical of everyone having to do with their 
investment after there was a failure. 

“Is it to be thought for a moment that the criticism will be 
any less because there is one court instead of many to re- 
ceive it?” he asked. “Is it not likely, on the contrary, that 
with all authority and responsibility concentrated in one court 
there will be an equal concentration of criticism?” 

Mr. Pettibone said the facts did not bear out the conclu- 
sion that the present system was productive of delay in rail- 
road reorganizations. Delay had come about, said he, primarily 
because of the distressing economic situation of the railroads in 
bankruptcy. 


Some of the actions of various federal courts in bankruptcy 
matters, continued he, had clearly been the result of pressure 
put on them by some of the interested parties. He predicted 
that if a special reorganization court were set up in Washing- 
ton, members of Congress would be subjected to constant pres- 
sure from disappointed investors to bring about or to prevent 
a decision of the court in a particular case. 
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“While members of Congress have become quite accus- 
tomed to protests of individual business men or of groups of 
business men, that is as nothing compared with the mass pres- 
sure of a group of irate investors who are about to suffer a 
serious loss.” 

Senator Wheeler disagreed with that viewpoint, holding 
that the same argument might be made with respect to the 
Supreme Court because it was in Washington. 

Turning all reorganization cases over to one court, Mr. 
Pettibone believed, would make for congestion and delay. The 
Commission, district courts and the special court would have 
duties under the bill and he believed this promised the ultimate 
in confusion and ineffectiveness. He did not think that creation 
of the court would assure a reduction in reorganization costs. 
On the point that it would be well to have the court in Washing- 
ton under “the eye of Congress,” the witness believed that the 
tendency would be for disappointed investors to look to Con- 
gress for relief in reorganization cases. As to the argument 
that creation of a special court would result in standardization 
of reorganization procedure, Mr. Pettibone said it was not 
clear to him that further standardization in the railroad field 
was desirable. He thought nothing would be gained along that 
line. He said he had no confidence whatever in a pattern or 
formula for reorganization work, or in any methods of pro- 
cedure predicated on such a concept. He believed the court 
and its nominee did their best work when they tried first to 
come to a thorough understanding of what the parties who 
were interested in a given situation really wanted and then 
tried to work out a series of adjustments and compromises to 
bring about the desired end in that particular reorganization. 
He believed the Commission should continue to be the only 
federal agency having to do with railroad reorganizations but 
that it should act in a strictly advisory capacity to the court as 
a representative of the public interest, and as a technical ex- 
pert, leaving the other responsibilities with respect to reor- 
ganization clearly with the parties and the court and the court’s 
representative acting as trustee. 

When Mr. Pettibone began testifying, Senator Wheéler said 
responsible people had told him that he was doing a good job 
as independent trustee of the Monon. The witness, in answer 
to the senator, said he believed trustees should be independent. 

Mr. Pettibone indicated he felt it worth while to make an 
effort to work out something by which the Monon would obtain 
traffic from the Louisville & Nashville and the Southern which 
controlled the stock of the Monon. It has been proposed to 
wipe out the stock. 

W. R. C. Cocke, general counsel of the Seaboard Air Line, 
offered reasons why he believed it would not be wise to set 
up a special reorganization court. In effect, he contended that 
such a court could not possibly give attention to the many mat- 
ters arising in connection with reorganization cases. No three 
men could possibly handle the amount of detail that would be 
necessary, said he. He also said there was a constitutional 
question whether Congress could transfer to the new court 
equity receiverships. To prevent abuses he suggested that the 
circuit court of appeals have supervisory power over appoint- 
ment of receivers and trustees and allowances and fees. Chair- 
man Wheeler doubted that that court would want to be so bur- 
dened. Mr. Cocke did not think the burden would be great. 
He urged that the committee give serious consideration to re- 
laxing the standards prescribed in the bill. As the bill stood 
he believed it did confine the standards to capitalization of 
earnings. 

Senator Johnson, of Colorado, while Mr. Walter was a 
witness the afternoon of May 3, asked about remarks made 
by Mr. Walter in New York with respect to labor benefiting 
from wiping out railroad stocks and junior securities in re- 
organization cases. 

Mr. Walter said that the committee of six bill was the 
result of the work of three representatives of labor and three 
representatives of railroads not in bankruptcy. He said the 
latter would not be affected by the reorganization proposals. 
He said the less money paid out in interest and dividends the 
more money there would be available for labor and that if 
labor could wipe out the stock and junior securities through a 
reorganization court the money the shippers paid would be 
available for labor and materials on the railroads. He said 
Mr. Harrison favored a reorganization court. He said Mr. 
Harrison would tell “you that the present law allows too much 
bonds and too much capital stock.” There was an effort, said 
Mr. Walter, to make the committee see that there was too 
much stock so that more money could go to labor. He charged, 
in effect, that that was one of the objectives back of the re- 
organization bill. He said that Mr. Harrison had called in 
investors in railroad securities in a meeting in Chicago and 
had asked them to help railroad labor reduce capitalization so 
“we will get more.” 

Referring to the wage increase of 1937 which he said cost 
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the Chicago Great Western, of which he is co-trustee, $435,000, 
Mr. Walter said that that amount would have been available 
for interest charges had it not been for the wage increase. He 
said, however, that “Clement” and others had insisted on 
granting the increase and that that was why he had said that 
the A. A. R. was run by the rich roads for the rich roads. 

Mr. Walter made a plea to the committee that it not 
accede to the demands that would result in the destruction of 
investments made by stockholders. When Senator Johnson 
remarked that the stock was valueless, Mr. Walter contended 
that if that were so in certain instances that fact could not be 
changed but he opposed provisions that would force shrinking 
the investment of people and railroads. 

Senator Johnson then brought up Mr. Walter’s connection 
as co-trustee of the Chicago Great Western with the case in 
which the C. G. W. trustees refused to pay an award of the 
National Railroad Adjustment Board and sought a court deci- 
sion unsuccessfully, finally compromising with labor after a 
strike had been threatened. 

The senator went into this matter to show Mr. Walter’s 
opposition to labor but Mr. Walter protested that he was not 
opposed to labor and in the course of his remarks said that the 
particular award in question was opposed because the trustees 
did not believe it to be just. When Mr. Walter proposed to 
discuss the merits of the controversy, Senator Johnson said: 
“Let’s not go into the merits of the award.” 

“That’s the whole thing,” said Mr. Walter. “If it had been 
just, I would have paid it.” 

Mr. Walter said that a referee was appointed in the case 
who had voted with the men. That was why, said he, he had 
recommended that Congress provide for public referees so that 
referess under the -present system would not be looking around 
for another assignment at $50 a day. He also said that the 
National Railroad Adjustment Board was the only government 
body from which a carrier could not go to court and he said 
that that was unAmerican. 

Senator Johnson put in the record the resolution which 
Senator Borah introduced in the Senate March 25, 1937, calling 
for an investigation of the C. G. W. matter and remarked that 
the trustees had paid after Senator Borah had done that. Mr. 
Walter said, however, that the agreement to pay had been 
reached before the resolution was introduced. 

Mr. Walter said he could not get a senator to introduce a 
bill to amend the railway labor act. 

“T’ve got one vote,” said he. ‘The men have got a million.” 

Mr. Walter in answer to questions said that he was not 
in favor of the Railroad Adjustment Board which he referred 
to as “so flimsy a tribunal.” It swore no witnesses and kept 
no record of statement before it, said he. 


The C. G. W. matter had been made the subject of inquiry 
when Mr. Walter was before the committee in the hearing on 
the Amlie nomination. 


B. M. Jewell, president of the Railway Employes Depart- 
ment of the American Federation of Labor, and a member of 
the President’s committee of six, said with respect to Mr. Wal- 
ter’s statement about the meeting in Chicago atended by Mr. 
Harrison that Mr. Harrison did not call the meeting. He said 
he, Mr. Harrison and D. B. Robertson, of the railroad labor 
group, were invited to the meeting by Mr. Benson on behalf of 
the security owners organization. He said the labor leaders 
were asked what could be done to benefit the security owners 
and they submitted a program which had been presented to 
the President and which was embodied in the committee of six 
report and bill. 


Senator Truman, who presided at the afternoon session, 
brought forth evidence from the Wheeler railroad investigation 
relating to the Chicago Great Western, including the Bremo 
affair. This led Mr. Walter to ask whether it was not enough 
that the matters referred to were in the records of the com- 
mittee and he wondered what witnesses would be confronted 
with when they appeared on proposed legislation. He said the 
matter referred to had nothing to do with the bill before the 
committee. Senator Truman said he was very happy that 
he did not have to appear before the committee. 

Mr. Walter told the committee that because one preacher 
had gone wrong or one woman had gone wrong, everybody 
should not be blamed for that. After the hearing Senator 
Truman told Mr. Walter that that statement had “saved” him. 

Mr. Walter said if a reorganization court was to be cre- 
ated—to which he was opposed—the court should be composed 
of a chief judge and two associate judges designated by the 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States from 
the circuit judges of the United States, such judges to hold 
office during good behavior and as occasion therefor might 
arise and their engagements in the work of the railroad reor- 
ganization court would permit, be designated and assigned by 
the Chief Justice of the United States for temporary service 
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in the district court for any district or the circuit court of 
appeals for any circuit. 

Another amendment proposed by Mr. Walter was designed 
to relieve reorganized carriers from paying state franchise taxes 
which he said imposed a heavy burden under existing laws. 

Mr. Walter also opposed the standards prescribed by the 
bill and urged that the Commission have the power to consider 
every fact in making its determinations. 

Mr. Jewell, at the hearing May 4, commenting further on 
Mr. Walter’s references to the meeting of labor representatives 
and others at Chicago recently, said that after the hearing the 
preceding day Mr. Walter had told him that what he had said 
was based on what somebody had told him. Mr. Jewell said 
railroad labor had not built up its relations by relying on hear- 
say. He said Mr. Walter could have ascertained the position 
of Mr. Harrison on railroad capitalization by reading his testi- 
mony before the President’s emergency wage board last fall. 

Chairman Wheeler said that people wanted to see capital 
and labor get together and when they did they were accused 
of conspiracy. 

Leslie Craven, for the Security Owners’ Association, pointed 
out many reasons why he thought changes should be made in 
the reorganization bill. In beginning his testimony he con- 
demned “skullduggery” in equity reorganizations and said there 
had been things that were highly unfortunate in that connection. 
He did not concur, however, in a wholesale indictment of fed- 
eral judges. He did not think that passage of a reorganization 
bill would put an end to improper action. 

In discussion of the proposal to create a reorganization 
court, to which he expressed opposition, Mr. Craven said Mr. 
Eastman was opposed to a court. Much of the time of the wit- 
ness was taken up by discussion of the provisions in the bill 
relating to capitalization being based on a finding of ‘“expecta- 
ble” earnings. He criticized the provisions and Chairman 
Wheeler interjected to say that they had been adopted after 
suggestions made by I. C. C. experts. Mr. Craven did not 
think the language had been approved by Eastman and Ma- 
haffie. Chairman Wheeler remarked there were other experts 
in the Commission than the two commissioners named. 

Mr. Craven suggested that “probable future earning ca- 
pacity” be substituted for “expectable future average annual 
earnings” so that the Commission would not be forced to find 
an actual figure which he said it could not do. He made other 
suggestions to the end that the Commission, in making findings 
as to capitalization, would not be bound by the requirement that 
capitalization be based on an estimate of future earnings. He 
also criticized the provisions because it was not stated whether 


net or gross earnings was meant when “earnings” was re- 
ferred to. 


Mr. Craven said he disagreed with the view of Mr. Harri- 
son, of the labor group, that the welfare of labor lay with reduc- 
tion of charges so there would be more for labor to share. He 
did not charge that the bill was drafted to give effect to that 
view but he said the bill did incorporate standards which would 
accomplish labor’s objective if it were made law. 

Chairman Wheeler said that Mr. Harrison never saw the 
provisions of the bill referred to. 

i‘ “Some of you fellows have got a nightmare on labor,” said 
e. 


Mr. Craven, opposing creation of a single reorganization 
court, objected to having a court sit under the “eye of Con- 
gress.” His clients, he said, were willing to trust the federal 
district courts. He thought it would be unwise to have the court 
sit in Washington and its political atmosphere and where the 
interests of labor and investors clashed. 


Mr. Craven urged appointment of a commission to study 
the transportation situation and make recommendations look- 
ing to coordination and consolidation but Chairman Wheeler 
said that that was not relevant to the reorganization bill. 


Other witnesses heard were Eugene S. Taliaferro, of Joseph 
Walker & Sons, New York City; E. G. Buckland, chairman of 
the New York, New Haven & Hartford, and E. H. Leslie, of 
Wood, Struthers & Co., New York City. 


Mr. Taliaferro agreed with Senator Wheeler that the Com- 
mission should make a finding as to probable earnings because 
he believed it necessary to establish a base from which to 
work on a reorganization plan. He also favored creation of a 
reorganization court. He suggested amendments to the bill 
relating to the handling of leased lines in reorganization pro- 
ceedings, where leases were rejected by the lessee, to the end 
that the leased property might be liquidated or kept in opera- 
tion. 

Mr. Buckland, among other things, suggested as a sub- 
stitute for a central court, the giving to the circuit courts of 
appeal the power the bill would give to the proposed reorgan- 
ization court. He believed this would accomplish all that the 
bill sought to accomplish by the creation of a single court and 
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that there would not be the congestion there would be if a 
single court were established. 

Mr. Leslie urged that provision be made for salvaging the 
reorganization work already done. He also said that if a reor- 
ganization court were to be created the Chief Justice should 
appoint the judges. 

Chairman Wheeler said, however, that under the Constitu- 
tion the appointive power was in the President and furthermore 
that he doubted that the Chief Justice would wish to assume the 
task of appointing the judges. 

Mr. Leslie said that in that event he was opposed the 
creation of a court. Senator Wheeler said that Mr. Leslie was 
frank. and stated publicly what others had been saying privately. 


WALTER ON LEGISLATION 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 

Prospects for legislation by Congress this year designed 
to help the railroads are not bright, Luther M. Walter, co- 
trustee of the Chicago and Great Western Railroad and at- 
torney specializing in railroad cases, said, in addressing the 
Traffic Club of New York at a luncheon meeting May 2. Even 
if pending bills now under consideration did pass, it is not at all 
likely that they would result in adding to the income of the 
railroads, he said; certainly, if Congress adjourns in June, new 
transportation laws will not have been enacted. 

The chief problem was to get money now to aid the rail- 
roads if it was to be of practical help toward putting them 
on their feet, he contended, but it did not look as if they would 
even get money to purchase necessary equipment. 

Discussing the provisions of pending bills, Mr. Walter 
expressed the opinion that, while it was true that there was 
strong opposition to having the Commission regulate the 
water-carriers, there was also sound sentiment for such a plan 
and, if legislation did go through, this move would probably 
get the approval of Congress. 

If the railroads were to survive and be restored to pros- 
perity they must have a fair chance to compete with other 
forms of transportation and, therefore, rates would have to be 
stabilized so that all could get a fair living, he said. 

He expressed opposition to the proposed creation of a new 
tribunal to which appeals on railroad and _ transportation 
cases could be referred. He considered the present machinery 
qualified and able to take care of railroad controversies 
coming before the Commission and existing courts. He praised 
the work of the Wheeler committee and felt it had done a public 
service in its investigation of railroad legislation. 


He criticized the proposal to give power to the Commission 
to determine the capitalization of a railroad company based on 
its earnings for the last six years, and he described as unfair 
what he called the movement by- the Railroad Brotherhoods 
to the end that stockholders, bondholders, and dividends be 
ignored, and labor should receive more. He pointed out that 
there was no appeal from the Railroad Labor Board, with the 
result that railroads were called on to pay or face a strike. He 
said the railroads had to pay “through the nose” sometimes be- 
cause no provisions was made for appeals in these rail-labor 
adjustments. He suggested that the law be amended in that 
respect. 

“Until we get more business or the costs of operation are 
reduced, there is little hope for improvement,” he said in con- 
clusion. “You can lend materially as traffic executives to bring 
about a satisfactory solving of these problems.” 


LAND GRANT BILL 


Senator Sheppard, of Texas, has introduced S. 2294, a bill 
to provide for the protection and conservation of equities or 
rights accruing to the government because of railroad land 
grants. The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Interior, through the general land office, to obtain information 
and maintain records in respect of land granted by the United 
States to aid in the construction of railroads; the benefits ac- 
cruing to the United States from such grants; the disposition 
made of said lands by the grantees or their successors in in- 
terest and the consideration received therefor; to protect, con- 
serve, and assert the equities or rights of the United States 
resulting from such grants of land and from breaches of any 
of the terms, conditions, or covenants contained in any act by 
which such grant was made or any act amendatory or supple- 
mental thereto; and furnish to Congress such information as 
it may require relative to such matters. 


GOVERNMENT REORGANIZATION 
President Roosevelt’s first government reorganization plan 
will become effective June 24 as the result of rejection by the 
House May 3 of a resolution condemning the plan (see Traffic 
World, April 29, pages 948, 970 and 975). 
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REHABILITATION OF RAIL CREDIT 


A government subsidy to the railroads for a limited time, 
three years or so, for expenditure on ways and structures, 
paralleling so-called subsidies given highway and waterway 
competitors, is advocated by the Railway Business Association 
in —_—- pamphlet entitled, “The Rehabilitation of Railroad 
Credit.” 

The present financial condition of the railroads holds an 
emergency aspect, says the pamphlet, which demands prompter 
assistance than can be expected from general business recovery, 
financial reorganization, and consolidation of the carriers alone. 
Unprejudiced consideration, it says, should be given to the 
propriety of a subsidy to the railroads, limited in time, and 
related to their expenditures for maintenance of way and struc- 
tures. 

“Realization of the potential economies inherent in general 
consolidations of the railroads, and the effectuation of recapi- 
talization of the roads now in bankruptcy, will require several 
years for accomplishment,” says the association. “And while a 
general business recovery beyond the levels of 1937 conceiv- 
ably will materialize more quickly, nevertheless in view of 
present uncertainties and business hesitation, it is not likely 
to eventuate as rapidly as needed.” 

Comparison of present, 1939, trends with those of 1938 
does not warrant any complacent optimism, according to the 
pamphlet. Again, it adds, an emergency aspect pertains to the 
relationship which the railroads assume to the national de- 
fense. The various programs of rail rehabilitation offered the 
country, it says, either have ignored this problem and empha- 
sized long range plans, or have recommended further govern- 
ment loans at low interest as a means of meeting this situation. 

“If immediate aid is to be given them,” says the association, 
“it should be in such form as will not increase the load of 
debt that must be repaid. 


“There exists a method that will conform to this specifi- 
cation, namely, a subsidy, or an offer, for a limited time—such 
as three years or so—of government financial assistance to the 
railroads,” says the association, “without obligation of repay- 
ment (or possibly with repayment conditioned upon future 


incomes), and definitely related to the maintenance of the rail- 
way plant.” 


The duty of preserving a transport capacity, which is 
larger than the forseeable needs of commercial traffic require, 
according to the association transcends that which may right- 
fully be laid on private railways alone. This is especially true, 
says the pamphlet, when, as now, the commercial use of the 
railways is not compensatory to present facilities; and when 
for many years government policies have contributed to that 
result by promoting the development of competing transport 
agencies. 

“In form,” says the pamphlet, “the assistance could appro- 
priately be based upon expenditures for maintenance of way 
and structures; and should be devised so as to constitute an 
incentive to overcome some of the accumulated burden of past 
under-maintenance of the properties. Confining the grant to 
outlays for way and structures would thus parallel the aid 
which has been given to competing waterway and highway 
carriers in domestic commerce. . . Such a government policy 
would stimulate immediate effort to rehabilitate the railway 
plant, without awaiting the more favorable turn of business to 
provide the requisite funds. . . It would be in accord with that 
prudent forethought which recognizes the necessity of embrac- 
ing railways as well as industrial plants in the attainment of 
a state of national preparedness. And in affording immediate 
financial assistance to the roads, it would give some support 
to railroad credit, by removing from the calculation of inves- 
tors the depressing influence which accumulating burdens of 
deferred maintenance will exert upon future incomes.” 

In support of the various theses laid down in the pamphlet, 
Class I railroads are divided into four groups, with a view to 
showing their credit rating. The first group, having a mileage 
of 75,124, is rated as having good credit for borrowing pur- 
poses; the second group, mileage of 38,771, is said to have a 
fair credit for borrowing purposes; the third group having 
mileage of 29,653 has borrowed heavily from the government 
and has repaid only 13 per cent of the loans; and group 4 is 
composed of the railroads in receiverships or trusteeships with 
a mileage of 71,688. The pamphlet says the railroads in this 
group really have no private credit now and even after reor- 
ganization a very considerable proving period must elapse, 
before their bonds can rank as investments. 

In reviewing the factors that have brought the railroads 
to this low credit, the pamphlet says the railroad wage situa- 
tion has occasioned adverse comment. The resistance of or- 
ganized railway labor, “with political support,” to revisions 
of wage rates, says the pamphlet, has thus offered a check 
on that method of enhancing carrier incomes. 

“Without attempting here to pass upon the merits of this 
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question,” says the association, “it must be observed that un- 
economic wage structures are no more defensible than 
uneconomic capital structures; and should be just as much 
subject to reconsideration in the light of changed conditions. 
Early relief by this route, however, may not be expected. 
“Railroad taxation has likewise been the subject of much 
discussion. The pressure of federal, state and local govern- 
ments for more funds to support social security legislation, 
and other activities taken over by such political units during 


recent years, readily suggests that prospects of retrenchment 
in that direction are not encouraging.” 


RAIL PROBLEM ON AIR 


Senator Wheeler, in a radio address the night of May 2, 
said that the subcommittee of the Senate interstate commerce 
committee which had been considering S. 2009 had overcome 
whatever meritorious objections had been raised by interested 
parties in the hearings. 

“As it emerges from the committee it will be a constructive 
and modern piece of regulatory legislation,” said he. 

Senator Wheeler said special groups seeking to preserve 
and protect their selfish interests were inspiring a propaganda 
campaign against the bill, as well as the other bills that have 
been introduced by him to meet the railroad problem. He spoke 
in favor of regulation of all forms of transportation by the 
Commission and the necessity for sound reorganization of the 
railroads 

“One of the most discouraging facts of the present time 
is the hysterical fear that is blocking progress,” said he. “Fear 
seems to be the governing factor in our lives. There can be no 
hope of progress on that basis. Nor can we legislate for the 
public good if fear continues to be the guiding policy of those 
who appear before committee of Congress to oppose legislation 
which we have under consideration. At this very moment an 
effort is being made to block constructive railroad legislation 
with a lobby of fear. In the past there have been all sorts of 
lobbies used in an effort to influence Congress, but the hysterical 
lobby of fear today is a new technique to impede progress, and 
if successful will mean not only the defeat of progress but a 
return to the evils and the abuses of the past.” 


RAILROAD EARNINGS 


Class I railroads of the United States in the first three 
mionths of 1939 had a net railway operating income of $85,- 
808,342, which was at the annual rate of return of 1.78 per 
cent on their property investment, according to reports filed 
by the carriers with the Bureau of Railway Economics of the 
Association of American Railroads. 

In the first three months of 1938, their net railway. operat- 
ing income was $19,963,178 or 0.41 per cent on their property 
investment, and in the first three months of 1930, their net 
railway operating income was $173,060,112 or 3.48 per cent 


on property investment, said the bureau’s statement, which 
added: 


Property investment is the value of road and equipment as shown 
by the books of the railways including materials, supplies and cash. 
The net railway operating income is what is left after the payment of 
operating expenses, taxes and equipment rentals but before interest and 
other fixed charges are paid. 

This compilation as to earnings for the first three months of 1939 
is based on reports from 136 Class I railroads representing a total of 
233,720 miles. 

Gross operating revenues for the first three months of 1939 totaled 
$897,774,120 compared with $813,163,372 for the same period in 1938, 
and $1,316,100,042 for the same period in 1930, an increase of 10.4 per 
cent in 1939 above 1938, but 31.8 per cent below 1930. Operating ex- 
penses for the first three months of 1939 amounted to $693,925,162 com- 
pared with $676,923,373 for the same period in 1938, and $1,026,147,037 
for the same period in 1930. Operating expenses for the first three 
months of 1939 were 2.5 per cent more than in the same period of 1938, 
but 32.4 per cent below 1930. 

Class I railroads in the first three months of 1939 paid $86,240,716 
in taxes comparéd with $84,244,272 in the same period in 1938, and 
$86,757,597 in the same period in 1930. For the month of March alone, 
the tax bill of the Class I railroads amounted to $29,470,939, an in- 
crease of $1,092,675 or 3.9 per cent above March, 1938. 

35 Class I railroads failed to earn expenses and taxes in the first 
three months of 1939, of which 10 were in the Eastern District, 5 in the 
Southern District and 20 in the Western District. 

Class I railroads in March, 1939, had a net railway operating in- 
come of $34,316,888 or 1.72 per cent on investment compared with $14,- 
728,275 or 0.74 per cent in March, 1938, and $60,046,885 or 3.02 per cent 
in March, 1930. 

Gross operating revenues for the month of March amounted to $315,- 
091,018 compared with $283,017,974 in March, 1938, and $447,314,318 in 
March, 1930. Operating expenses in March totaled $240,358,781 compared 
with $229,004,115 in the same month in 1938, and $347,107,974 in March, 
1930. 

Eastern District 


Class I railroads in the eastern district for the first three months 
in 1939 had a net railway operating income of $58,343,285, which was at 
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the annual rate of return of 2.27 per cent on their property investment. 
For the same period in 1938, their net railway operating income was 
$15,807,557 or 0.62 per cent on their property investment, while in 1930 
it was $97,348,395 or 4.22 per cent on their property investment. Gross 
operating revenues of the Class I raliroads in the eastern district for 
the first three months in 1939 totaled $450,750,031, an increase of six- 
teen per cent compared with 1938, but a decrease of thirty-two per cent 
compared with 1930. Operating expenses in the first three months this 
year totaled $334,908,019, an increase of 5.4 per cent above the same 
period in 1938, but a decrease of 34.5 per cent under the first three 
months of 1930. 

Class I railroads in the eastern district for the month of March 
had a net railway operating income of $21,532,482 compared with 
$8,702,977 in March, 1938, and $32,182,039 in March, 1930. 


Southern District 

Class I railroads in the southern district for the first three months 
of 1939 had a net railway operating income of $18,179,714, which was 
at the annual rate of return of 2.21 per cent on their property invest- 
ment. For the same period in 1938, their net railway operating in- 
come amounted to $11,039,118 which was at the annual rate of return 
of 1.33 per cent on their property investment, and for the same period 
in 1930 was $24,914,286 or 2.85 per cent on investment. Gross operating 
revenues of the Class I railroads in the southern district for the first 
three months in 1939 amounted to $127,814,297, an increase of 7.8 per 
cent compared with the same period in 1938, but a decrease of 28.3 
per cent under the same period in 1930. Operating expenses in the 
first three months of 1939 totaled $94,818,983, an increase of 2.1 per 
cent above the same period in 1938, but a decrease of 31.7 per cent 
under 1930. 

Class I railroads in the southern district for the month of March 
had a net railway operating income of $7,278,425 compared with $5,- 
111,647 in March, 1938, and $9,262,673 in March, 1930. 

Western District 

Class I railroads in the western district for the first three months 
in 1939 had a net railway operating income of $9,285,343, which was at 
the annual rate of return of 0.65 per cent on their property investment. 
For the same period in 1938 those same roads had an operating deficit 
of $6,883,497 but in 1930 they had a net railway operating income of 
$50,797,431 or 2.84 per cent on investment. Gross operating revenues 
of the Class I railroads in the western district for the first three months 
in 1939 amounted to $319,209,792, an increase of 4.3 per cent above the 
same period in 1938 but a decrease of 32.8 per cent below the same 
period in 1930. Operating expenses in the first three months of 1939 
totaled $264,198,160, a decrease of 0.8 per cent compared with the same 
yn in 1938 and a decrease of 29.7 per cent under the same period 
in 5 

For the month of March alone the Class I railroads in the western 
district had a net railway operating income of $5,505,981, compared with 
$913,651 in March, 1938, and $18,602,173 in March, 1930. 


The Commission has issued its advance summary of rev- 


enues, expenses, and net railway operating income of Class I 
steam railways for March, 1939, compared with March, 1938. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended April 29 totaled 
586,015 cars, according to the Association of American Rail- 
roads. This was an increase of 27,309 cars or 4.9 per cent 
above the preceding week; 42,926 or 7.9 per cent above the 
corresponding week in 1938; and 191,812 or 24.7 per cent below 
the same week in 1937. 

All districts, except the Pocahontas, reported increases 
compared with the corresponding week in 1938. All districts 


ag decreases compared with the corresponding week in 


1939 1938 1937 

© mpeks 8h JORUATY. ... oo oni cnienccass 2,302,464 2,256,717 2,714,449 
4 weeks in February ............... 2,297,388 2,155,536 2,763,457 
Se een 2,390,412 2,222,939 2,986,166 
Week ended April 1 ............... 604,241 523,489 721,229 
0 ae, a een 535,470 522,049 711,079 
Week Oates April 6 on cccccscvcsces 535,470 522,049 711,079 
NG ED. Shp danectacs ewe 547,816 537,585 746,523 
Pres CRON. Bort Be no... ccicccn sive 558,706 523,748 756,248 
ge a re 586,015 543,089 777,827 

ee re ee 9,822,512 9,285,152 12,176,978 
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Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended April 
29 and for the corresponding period last year was reported 
as follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 6,374 and 6,505; live 
stock, 1,158 and 1,139; coal, 25,224 and 16,776; coke, 1,561 and 916; for- 
est products, 1,096 and 1,157; ore, 862 and 503; merchandise, L. C. L., 
39,578 and 38,371; miscellaneous, 61,461 and 50,577; total, 1939, 137,314; 
1938, 115,944; 1937, 177,809. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,831 and 3,501; live 
stock, 772 and 971; coal, 15,031 and 20,314; coke, 1,873 and 1,464; forest 
products, 777 and 774; ore, 2,429 and 1,407; merchandise, L. C. L., 
26,483 and 25,565; miscellaneous, 55,367 and 46,029; total, 1939, 106,563; 
1938, 100,025; 1937, 164,405. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 274 and 237; live 
stock, 91 and 84; coal, 1,705 and 21,434; coke, 467 and 346; forest prod- 
ucts, 424 and 374; ore, 121 and 301; merchandise, L. C. L., 5,228 and 
5,338; miscellaneous, 6,015 and 5,477; total, 1939, 14,325; 1938, 33,591; 
1937, 49,809. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,596 and 2,713; live 
stock, 1,004 and 1,010; coal, 12,589 and 9,718; coke, 379 and 272; forest 
products, 9,040 and 8,492; ore, 976 and 575; merchandise, L. C. L., 
27,230 and 26,187; miscellaneous, 40,563 and 40,825; total, 1939, 94,377; 
1938, 89,792; 1937, 104,163. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 8,981 and 8,844; 
live stock, 2,214 and 2,049; coal, 5,962 and 2,841; coke, 817 and 363; for- 
est products, 8,140 and 7,213; ore, 6,103 and 4,999; merchandise, L. C. 
L., 19,140 and 18,845; miscellaneous, 29,148 and 24,356; total, 1939, 
80,505; 1938, 69,510; 1937, 123,552. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 9,476 and 9,743; 
live stock, 6,025 and 5,435; coal, 11,275 and 4,051; coke, 205 and 159; 
forest products, 6,222 and 5,581; ore, 5,097 and 2,932; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 24,857 and 24,555; miscellaneous, 41,502 and 36,874; total, 1939, 
104,659; 1938, 89,330; 1937, 104,907. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,699 and 3,795; 
live stock, 2,842 and 1,942; coal, 3,815 and 1,337; coke, 95 and 98; forest 
products, 3,532 and 2,977; ore, 302 and 211; merchandise, L. C. L., 
10,908 and 11,096; miscellaneous, 23,079 and 23,441; total, 1939, 48,272; 
1938, 44,897; 1937, 53,182. 


RAIL WAGE STATISTICS 


Class I steam railways, excluding switching and terminal 
companies, reported a total of 941,683 employes as of the mid- 
dle of February, 1939, and total compensation for that month 
of $140,178,409, according to the Commission’s monthly state- 
ment of wage statistics of steam railways, prepared by its 
Bureau of Statistics from carrier reports. The employment 
was 2,666 or .28 per cent greater than the number reported 
for February, 1938. The total number of hours paid for was 
2.78 per cent greater and the total compensation 2.47 per cent 
greater in February, 1939, than in February, 1938. The index 
of railway employment, adjusted for season, had risen for the 
eighth consecutive month, said the bureau. 

Compensation for “time paid for but not worked” for the 
month of February was reported as follows: Executives, offi- 


-cials and staff assistants, $29,111; professional, clerical and 


general, $897,795; maintenance of way and structures, $35,752; 
maintenance of equipment and stores, $448,643; transportation 
(other than train, engine and yard), $101,069; and transpor- 
tation (yardmasters, switch tenders and hostlers), $51,268. 

In the train and engine service, compensation was reported 
as follows: Straight time actually worked, $29,320,918; straight 
time paid for, $36,116,434; overtime paid for, $2,455,020; con- 
structive allowances, $922,163; total, $39,493,617. Miles actually 
run totaled 340,326,876 and miles paid for but not run totaled 
38,729,143. 


REGULATION OF WHARF OPERATORS 


Chairman Bland, of the House committee on merchant ma- 
rine and fisheries, has introduced H. R. 6064, a bill providing 
for regulation by the Maritime Commission of wharf-operator 
charges. The bill was introduced at the request of Walter P. 
Heddon, who is identified with wharfage operators. 





Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, April 29 


Grain and Live 
grain prod. stock Coal 
1939 35,231 14,106 75,601 
I ee ORES |. ccikcascncnen ee {353 35,338 12,630 76,471 
1937 27,459 14,822 124,720 
Preceding week April 22.......... 1939 30,759 13,309 67,749 
Per cent increase over ............ 1938 11.7 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1938 3 n Ve 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 28.3 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 4.8 39.4 
1939 528,882 198, 448 1,871,627 
Cumulative 17 weeks to Apr. 2 | 1938 568,886 205,430 1,724,499 
1937 493,773 211,777 2,522,134 
Per cent increase over ............ 1938 8.5 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1938 7.0 3.4 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 72 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 6.3 25.8 


Per cent to 15 year average, 74.5. 


Forest Mdse. 

Coke products Ore L.C. L. Miscellaneous Total 
5,397 29,231 15,890 153,424 257,135 586,015 
3,618 26,568 10,928 149,957 227,579 543,089 

10,314 36,877 70,200 171,505 321,930 177,827 
5,710 28,456 12,813 152,032 247,878 558,706 
49.2 10.0 45.4 2.3 13.0 7.9 
47.7 20.7 77.4 10.5 20.1 24.7 
117,737 446,590 158,528 2,524,169 3,976,531 9,822,512 
88,917 438,330 127,527 2,507,396 3,624,167 9,285,152 
195,256 596,169 318,976 2,818,224 5,020,639 12,176,978 
32.4 1.9 24.3 ms 9.7 5.8 
39.7 25.1 50.3 10.4 20.8 19.3 
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CHAMBER OF COMMERCE MEETING 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Opposition of highway and waterway carriers to S. 2009, 
the Wheeler bill codifying and amending the interstate com- 
merce act, was voiced at the round-table transportation confer- 
ence, May 2, of the annual meeting of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the United States. 

H. D. Horton, president of the Horton Motor Lines, Inc., 
Charlotte, N. C., speaking for the motor carriers, said that, if 
S. 2009 passed, there would be no highway transportation in 
another year. He asserted that the motor carrier industry paid 
more taxes and employed more people than other transporta- 
tion agencies and gave service at a price the public was willing 
to pay. For those reasons, he said, it did not wish to be ob- 
literated. 

These remarks of Mr. Horton were made extemporaneously 
after he had read a prepared paper in which he said the motor 
carriers believed that the consolidation of parts I and II of the 
act was unsound in principle and unworkable in practice. 


“We strenuously object to legislation such as this now be- 
fore Congress which is designed to burden competitive trans- 
portation in order to throw some little traffic back to the rail- 
roads,” said he. 


Frank J. Taylor, president of the American Merchant Ma- 
rine Institute, New York City, speaking for the water carriers, 
said there was no objection on their part to a generous program 
for the railroads. 


“We do not, however, propose to be the carcass for the ex- 
pected feast,” said he. “It strikes us as too late a date to turn 
the calendar back. It would be a strange national policy to 
seek to help the railroads at the expense of the water carrier, 
the shipper and the national needs for defense. We are opposed 
to any program which deprives an existing industry of its nat- 
ural advantages.” 

The conference, at which Arthur M. Hill, of Charleston, W. 
Va., presided, and of which A. B. Barber was secretary, heard 
a review of the recommendations of the transportation confer- 
ence of 1938 which was held under the auspices of the Chamber, 
read by David H. Howie, vice- presidept 2 the; amend Trust 
Co., Boston, Mass. 


R. V. Fletcher, general counsel ft the Asso 
ican Railroads, discussed the of legislative pr ns of te 
tation conference in the light of legiatve 
ing in Congress. He spoke in ms 
declaration to preserve and thes es 
operation of railroads as t Congredp ie ferdhice. He 
expressed the opinion that Congres’ p a ty atte would give the 
Commission power to prescribe min _— oo: ws @s maximum 
joint rail-water rates. 


With respect to taxation Mr. a haigat was the pur- 
pose of the Association of American Rai#roads to-present. shortly 
to the appropriate committees of Congréss a bill whieh would 
carry into effect the recommendations of the conference on the 
subject of taxation. That bill would propose the non-applica- 
tion of the undistributed profits tax to the railroads; a change 
whereby railroads would not be required to include in the cate- 
gory of taxable income so-called paper profits resulting from 
the purchase by a railroad of its securities at less than par; a 
provision that credit should be taken for sums spent for debt 
reduction and additions and betterments; and also provide that 
transportation companies emerging from bankruptcy should 
have the right to make a new declaration under the capital 
stock tax. 

Mr. Fletcher said that legislation in both the Senate and 
House would probably include changes in the law which would 
facilitate voluntary consolidations along the line of the recom- 
mendation made by the conference. He also believed that the 
Chandler bill enabling railroads to enter into agreements with 
creditors for deferring payment of principal and interest would 
be passed, though he urged that amendment of the bill in any 
substantial way be opposed. 


There was no serious opposition to relieving the railroads 
from the land-grant statutes and there was every reason to be- 
lieve that that reform would speedily be consummated, said he. 
Some difficulties had been encountered with respect to measures 
that would relieve the railroads from the entire burden of re- 
building bridges crossing navigable waters, due to opposition 
from certain departments of the government, he said, but he was 
hopeful of favorable results. He was not certain that much 
progress would be made with respect to disposal of the Fed- 
eral Barge Lines, though he had heard there was a proposal 
under consideration that the Commission have power to dispose 
of the property at any time when the public interest would 
permit. 

Speaking of regulation of water carriers, Mr. Fletcher said 
that only time would tell whether Congress at this time would 
complete the program by including water carriers. 
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Mr. Fletcher, referring to the opinion that a long-range 
program should not be undertaken now, said he believed now 
was the best time to get such a program through Congress. 
He pointed out that at the next session of Congress the country 
would be facing a presidential election and he did not think such 
a time would be propitious for that purpose. Therefore, he be- 
lieved Congress should be urged to act on a long-range pro- 
gram at this session. He had the well-defined hope that Con- 
— would not adjourn without enacting some helpful legis- 
ation. 

W. H. Day, manager of the transportation bureau of the 
Boston Chamber of Commerce, speaking from the viewpoint 
of the shipper, referring to the proposed codification of the 
interstate commerce act, said there was no necessity for such 
action at this time and that, if and when such need arose, its 
importance warranted all parties of interest having ample op- 
portunity to present their views after careful study of the ef- 
fect of proposed changes. There was a definite impression in 
some quarters, said he, that one of the purposes of the propo- 
nents of this idea was to control the physical supply of trans- 
portation by restricting and discouraging the development and 
operation of both contract and common carriers on the high- 
ways and waterways. 

Leslie Craven, special counsel for the Railroad Security 
Owners’ Association, discussed the problem from the view- 
point of the investor and pointed to the need for eliminating 
the competitive burdens through consolidations or coordina- 
tions. He sized the matter up by saying that the country faced 
a race between intelligence and government ownership. The 
United States, said he, was the only country that was insisting 
on maintenance of fullest competition between railroads. He 
referred to the interests of special groups as blocking the way 
to a sound solution of the problem. 

Mr. Howie reported that, at a meeting of the transporta- 
tion and communication department committee of the Chamber, 
the following resolution was adopted for presentation to the 
round-table conference: 


This annual meeting has before it the recommendations of the 
transportation conference of 1938-39 for railroad legislation, arrived at 
after extended study by representatives of all principal business inter- 
ests. The objectives include preservation of private ownership and op- 
eration; strengthening of carrier credit; avoidance of political rate 
making; removal of obstacles to voluntary railroad consolidations and 
abandonments; authorization of compositions between railroads and 
their stockholders and creditors; concessions in federal tax provisions 
to promote improvements, consolidations, operating economies and 
financial adjustments; and relief from certain unfair burdens and re- 
strictions. 

We approve the proposed measures as a limited program appropri- 
ate for immediate enactment. Additional measures of remedial railroad 
legislation, and the necessary factual information on which to base them, 
should be the subject of thorough investigation with full opportunity 
for all interests to be heard. 


The conference adopted the resolution. 
At its concluding general session the Chamber May 4 
adopted the following on transportation: 


This annual meeting has before it the recommendations of the trans- 
portation conference of 1938-39 for railroad legislation, arrived at after 
extended study by representatives of all principal business interests. 
The objectives include preservation of private ownership and operation; 
strengthening of carrier credit; avoidance of political rate-making, re- 
moval of obstacles to voluntary railroad consolidations and abandon- 
ments; authorization of compositions between railroads and their stock- 
holders and creditors; concessions in federal tax provisions to promote 
improvements, consolidations, operating economies and financial ad- 
justments; and relief from certain unfair burdens and restrictions. 

We approve the proposeG measures as a limited program appro- 
priate for immediate enactment. Additional measures of remedial 
railroad legislation, and the necessary factual information on which 
to base them, should be the subject of thorough investigation with full 
opportunity for all interests to be heard. 


A proposal that action be taken with respect to the long- 
and-short-haul clause was referred by the resolutions commit- 
tee to the board of directors because the Chamber had held a 
referendum on that subject. A proposal that one tribunal reg- 
ulate railroad rates and wages was referred to the board with 
a suggestion that it be referred to the department committee 
for transportation and communication. 

Arthur M. Hill, of Charleston, W. Va., was elected a di- 
rector of the Chamber as a representative of transportation and 
communication. He served as chairman of the advisory commit- 
tee of the transportation conference called by the Chamber. He 
is president of the Atlantic Greyhound Corporation. 


FEDERAL CONTROL DEFICIT BILL 
Senator Bilbo, of Mississippi, has introduced S. 2300, a 
bill to amend section 204 of the transportation act with respect 
to definition of the term “deficit in railway operating income” 
as used in that section. Such legislation is desired by certain 
roads which wish to prosecute claims for reimbursement of 
deficits. 
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I. C. C. AND EMPLOYE SECURITY 


(Thomas F. Woodlock in the Wall Street Journal) 


A recent ruling by the Commission in a comparatively 
unimportant case illustrates a most important point in adminis- 
trative law enforcement. The issue raised is so vital that it 
imperatively needs attention. 

The case involved merely the leasing by the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway of a wholly owned subsidiary railroad, 
the Chicago, Rock Island & Gulf. The Commission by a divided 
vote—6 to 4, one commissioner not voting—approved the lease 
as proposed by the lessee company, but attached to its approval 
a condition designed to protect the interests of the lessor com- 
pany’s employes “who would be required to accept reduced 
compensation, those who would be dismissed and those who 
would be required to change their places of residence to other 
points on the system.” In imposing this condition the majority 
acted under a general provision of the law of 1920 (and amend- 
ments) reading in part as follows, and quoted in the Commis- 
sion’s report: 


If after such hearing the Commission finds that, subject to such 
terms and conditions and such modifications as it shall find just and 
reasonable, the proposed consolidation, * * *, will be in harmony with 
and in furtherance of the plan for the consolidation of railway prop- 
erties established pursuant to paragraph (3), and will promote the 
public interest, it may enter an order approving and authorizing such 
consolidation, * * * upon the terms and conditions and with the modi- 
fications so found to be just and reasonable. 


The voted was as stated 6 to 4. Commissioner Eastman 
published a concurring expression reading in part, as follows: 


While I think there is reasonable doubt whether, in approving this 
lease, we have power, as the law now stands, to attach a condition for 
the protection of the railroad employes who may be adversely affected 
thereby, such protection is desirable and in the public interest and I 
believe that the Commission is justified in resolving the doubt in favor 
of the condition. 


Commissioner Mahaffie (speaking for Commissioners Lee 
and Miller, as well as for himself) in dissent from the maority, 
said: 


I am unable to agree that we have been given jurisdiction to regu- 
late carrier employment or the compensation and expenses of carrier 
employes. 


Commissioner Caskie, who also dissented to the condition 
imposed by the majority, said: 


In my opinion, however, neither the section of the act under which 
we are asked to approve the lease nor any other provision thereof 
authorizes us to prescribe these conditions, notwithstanding that they 
are inherently just and reasonable. Had Congress intended to invest 
us with that authority, it would have expressed that intention in definite 
and unequivocal language. Our jurisdiction is strictly statutory and can 
not be extended by implication. 


Until now a like opinion evidently has been held by the majority. 
In our annual reports to the Congress for 1935 and 1936, for example, 
we specifically recommended that further statutory provisions be en- 
acted to protect employes from undue financial loss as a consequence 
of authorized railway unifications found to be in the interest of the 
general public or otherwise lawfully effected. Congress has amended 
the interstate commerce act in other respects but has made no change in 
this respect in section 5 (4) since we first submitted that recommenda- 
tion. The assumption of authority here to prescribe these conditions 
obviously is inconsistent with that recommendation. Only recently, in 
our report in Railway Exp. Agency, Inc., Pooling Application, 227 I. 
C. C. 517, we found, with respect to the pooling and division of earn- 
ings agreement there considered under section 5 (1) of the act, that 
the imposition of conditions in respect of the rates of pay and rules 


governing employment of joint express and railroad agents is a matter 
not within our jurisdiction. 


; The majority’s reliance on the phrase “just and reasonable” 
in the law’s provision above quoted seems to be stretching that 
phrase pretty extensively when read in the light of the facts as 
stated by Commissioner Caskie. It is, however, Commissioner 
Eastman’s explanation of his vote that especially troubles the 
present writer, in that he advocates resolution of a doubt so 
considerable in favor of assuming a power which the rest of the 
law’s provisions assuredly do not grant. It troubles this writer 
because it seems that this rule of interpreting administrative 
law of the kind that we are nowadays employing so extensively 
is wrong in principle, and opens the door to positively staggering 
abuses of power by administrative agencies. All these agencies 
are creatures of statute; all are endowed by statute with enor- 
mous powers and in such cases there is implied an obligation 
on their part to refrain from extending their powers to regions 
not covered by the statute. In this case Congress was requested 
to empower the Commission to enter this particular region but 
has refrained from so doing, and it is hard to see with that 


The Traffic World 





Vol. LXIII, No. 18 


fact confronting the majority, how there could have been any 
reasonable doubt as to the lack of power to do what the major- 
ity has done. But, doubt or no doubt, Commissioner Eastman’s 
position seems to this writer to be one that is incompatible with 
the whole theory and practice of administrative law. 

However, as the case is certain to be taken to the courts, 
we laymen can but await the verdict of the law—mindful of the 
fact that the law can always be changed. Whatever that verdict 
may be, it is certain that we cannot afford to throw open, under 
a general vague formula such as that on which the majority in 
this case relies, the whole field of social relations to the control 
of these administrative agencies. 


U. P. AT FORT LEAVENWORTH 


The Senate interstate commerce committee has favorably 
reported S. 1307, a bill authorizing the Secretary of War to 
grant a revocable license to the Union Pacific Railroad Co. to 
maintain certain railroad trackage on the Fort Leavenworth 
Military Reservation. The Union Pacific operates now on the 
reservation without express legal authorization and the War 
Department asked for legislation authorizing grant of a re- 
vocable license. An amendment was adopted providing that 
nothing in the bill or license “shall be constructed as relieving 
said railroad company of compliance with any of the provisions 
of the interstate commerce act, as amended, or as it may here- 
after be amended.” 


PUERTO RICO AND SHIP SUBSIDIES 


Resident Commissioner Santiago Iglesias, of Puerto Rico, 
has introduced H. R. 6118, a bill to amend the merchant marine 
act of 1936 and to remove discrimination in such act against 
Puerto Rico in connection with ship subsidies. He has also 
introduced H. R. 6117 to amend the act to include ship yards 
in Puerto Rico along with those on the Atlantic and Gulf and 
Pacific coasts wherein the Maritime Commission may have 
vessels constructed. 


CALIFORNIA RAILWAY SOUGHT 


Senator Johnson, of California, has presented to the Senate 
a resolution of the California legislature urging the construc- 
tion of a railroad to serve the Pacific coast from Eureka, Callif., 
to Marshfield, Ore. The resolution asks for allocation of fed- 
eral funds for the purpose of assisting in the construction of 
or of constructing such a railroad project. The resolution was 
referred to the interstate commerce committee. 


GRAIN TRANSIT RESOLUTION 

Vice-President Garner has placed before the Senate a 
resolution of the Nebraska legislature urging amendment of 
section 3 of the interstate commerce act designed to provide 
equal transit privileges as between localities where mills and 
other processors are located or where grain is stored, cleaned, 
or otherwise handled. 

The resolution was referred to the interstate commerce 
committee. 


ADJOURNMENT AND I. C. ACT CHANGES 


Senator Bankhead, of Alabama, has introduced a resolu- 
tion calling for adjournment of Congress not later than June 
15 and providing for, among other things, study by the Senate 
interstate commerce committee and the House committee on 
interstate and foreign commerce with a view to determining 
what changes, if any, should be made in the interstate com- 
merce act. The study would be made after adjournment and 
a report submitted at the beginning of the next session. 


PENSION BOARD ORGANIZATION 

The Railroad Retirement Board has announced appointment 
of regional directors for 12 administrative regions of the board's 
field operation as follows: Region 1, Boston, Mass., George 
H. Parker; region 2, New York City, Alexander Fleisher; re- 
gion 3, Cleveland, O., Carlton Hayward; region 4, Chicago, IIl., 
Francis E. Fleener; region 5, Richmond, Va., Walter Burr; 
region 6, Atlanta, Ga., Leon L. Wheeless; region 7, Minneap- 
olis, Minn., Harris G. Pett; region 8, Kansas City, Mo., Wil- 
liam A. Murphy; region 9, Dallas, Tex., W. A. Rooksbery; re- 
gion 10, Denver, Colo., Harry K. Sorenson; region 11, Seattle, 
Wash,, Shirl L. Blalock; and region 12, San Francisco, Calif., 
James B. Cress. 


Cc. A. A. HEARINGS 
The Civil Aeronautics Authority has assigned for hearing 
May 8 at its offices in Washington, application of Boston-Maine 
Airways, Inc., for a determination of a fair and reasonable 
rate of compensation to be paid on its route, No. 27, between 
Boston, Mass., and Caribou, Me., and between Boston and 
Montreal, Canada. 
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RAIL-HIGHWAY COORDINATION 


A paper prepared by H. C. Murphy, assistant to the executive vice 
president, C. B. and Q. Railroad, and read by Russell James, assistant 
general attorney of that road, at a meeting of the Western Society of 
Engineers in Chicago, May 1. 


It is unnecessary to say to this audience that we are pass- 
ing through a transition period in transportation, the ultimate 
result of which no one can accurately forecast. The development 
of the internal combustion engine, discovery of huge supplies of 
crude oil, the enormous strides taken by the engineering pro- 
fession in the design and construction of pavement, the necessity 
on the part of merchandisers of carrying smaller stocks, all have 
contributed in varying degrees to this tremendously important 
economic phenomenon. To the factors just mentioned, coupled 
with governmental policies favoring highway transport, can be 
credited the rapid and continuing expansion of trucks and busses 
in the transportation scheme. When to this major circumstance 
is added the expansion of pipe lines (due in part to the much 
wider distribution of natural gas), governmental encouragement 
of water transportation, and the rapid development of air travel, 
it is readily seen that the position of the railroads has been 
rendered extremely difficult. Taking the five-year period 1916 
to 1920, inclusive, as 100, the index of passenger miles for the 
year 1937 was 58, for carload freight traffic, 85.5, and for less 
carload traffic, 32.4. The disparity in the decline between car- 
load and less carload traffic is attributable largely to truck 
competition. 

In a recent article by Dr. Splawn of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in the Annals of the American Academy of 
Political and Social Science, it is stated that rail freight reve- 
nues of Class 1, 2 and 3 railroads declined from $4,900,000,000 
in 1929 to less than $3,400,000,000 in 1936, or more than 31 per 
cent. Passenger revenues went from $876,000,000 in 1929 to 
$413,000,000 in 1936, a decrease of approximately 53 per cent. 
Although during that period operating expenses were reduced 
approximately 35 per cent, total net railway operating income 
decreased from $1,300,000,000 in 1929 to $676,000,000 in 1936 
or 46 per cent. 

We think of highway transportation as something compara- 
tively new, and it is a fact that its full impact has been felt 
only during the past few years. As far back as 1915, however, 
the Illinois Public Utilities Commission granted two certificates 
of convenience and necessity to highway carriers. So fas as I 
have been able to discover, this was about the beginning of 
highway transportation in this part of the country over other 
than intra-city routes. 

There is a sharp difference of opinion as to the extent to 
which the competitors of the railroads are unduly favored by 
government assistance, and obviously a transportation agency 
which has its right of way furnished and maintained at public 
expense is in a favored position as compared with an agency 
which acquires, improves, maintains and pays taxes upon its 
right of way. It is not my purpose to go into that highly contro- 
versial question, but to indicate one .of the methods by which 
the railroads are improving their transportation service by 
utilizing the highways in connection with their rail service. 

Today 64 American railroads operate more than 5,200 
busses over approximately 50,000 route miles. Fifty-three thou- 
sand trucks are operated by railroads in terminal transfer, 
inter-city and store-door delivery service. Maximum utilization 
of highway transport by railroads enables such railroads to 
render a threefold service: First, all-rail; second, all-highway; 
and third, a combination of rail and highway. It is the third 
type of service to which I shall direct your attention. Although 
the facts I shall state relate almost entirely to the Burlington, 
with whose operation I am familiar, it is only one of many 
railroads that make use of highway vehicles. 


Burlington Transportation Company 


In 1929 the Burlington Transportation Company, wholly 
owned and controlled by the Burlington Railroad, was incor- 
porated in Illinois. From that time until 1935 its confined its 
activities to bus transportation, gradually expanding from a few 
hundred miles in Illinois, lowa and Nebraska to a system which 
today covers about 6,700 miles of route in 12 states over which 
daily bus service is provided between Chicago and the Pacific 
Coast, with numerous branches. In 1935 a number of common 
carrier truck lines were acquired. Later acquisitions and the 
establishment of additional routes increased the total truck 
route mileage to about 2,500. In general, both the bus and truck 
divisions handle interstate and intrastate traffic. The two cor- 
porations, Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Company and 
Burlington Transportation Company, together provide all of the 
three types of service I mentioned. While theoretically it is 
possible for a railroad to perform a rail-truck or rail-bus service 
through arrangement with independent bus and truck lines, it 
is our experience and observation that such coordination is 
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much less efficient and satisfactory than that rendered possible 
by a. combination of transportation agencies under common 
ownership. 

In both branches of the highway service the chief objective 
of the Burlington has been to improve service. This has been 
accomplished in several ways. With regard to the bus, I might 
state, as an example that, prior to the entrance of the Burlington 
into the bus transportation field, an independent bus line oper- 
ated between Peoria and Galesburg, IIl., over a route following 
closely the Burlington railroad. The bus schedules, for the 
most part, were substantially the same as those of the trains. 
The Burlington acquired the independent bus line and arranged 
a staggered service throughout the day, so that while there are 
about the same number of bus and rail schedules as formerly, 
the public convenience is far better served by the equidistant 
departures from both terminals and the intermediate com- 
munities. 

Another feature that obtains all over the system is the 
interchangeability of bus and rail tickets, so that a passenger 
may buy a round-trip railroad ticket and, going or returning, 
use the particular schedule, rail or bus, that best suits his needs. 
There are numerous other territories where similar improve- 
ment of service has been effected. 


Elimination of Stops 


A second major result of rail-bus coordination is the higher 
speed of through passenger trains made possible by the elimina- 
tion of stops at intermediate points now served by bus. So far 
as possible, bus schedules are fixed with this purpose in mind. 
Generally speaking, the public prefers the bus to the local train 
and patronizes it more freely. 

With respect to trucks, the principal type of coordination, 
as practiced on the Burlington, is along these lines: Merchandise 
moves from Chicago, for example, to a division point by freight 
car. In general, this main line train service is speedy and fre- 
quent. In the past, however, particularly in recent years, that 
part of the traffic destined to branch line points has encountered 
serious delay. This was due to the fact that it has not been 
feasible to maintain daily way freight service over all the branch 
lines and to the disproportionate amount of time consumed by 
terminal transfer. By unloading this freight at the transfer 
point onto a highway semi-trailer spotted at the freight house 
for that purpose and moving it promptly to destination the 
branch line consignee in the small communities now receives 
his freight by truck about as soon as the consignee situated on 
the main line. In many cases the gain to the consignee is as 
much as 24 hours, and in a few cases 48 hours. Comparable 
time saving is effected in connection with traffic originating at 
these branch line points. In that case the truck moves the traffic 
from the branch line point of origin to the rail interchange 
point. This is of distinct benefit to the small town merchant and 
his customers, as well as to the jobber and manufacturer in 
Chicago and other jobbing and producing points. In addition 
to this marked improvement in less carload service, the arrange- 
ment makes it possible to provide considerably better service 
on carload freight, since the way freight that now normally 
consists entirely of carload traffic is not delayed at intermediate 
stations by the necessity of handling the less carload traffic. 
From the point of view of economy, the experience of the Bur- 
lington is that the chief saving is in car miles rather than train 
miles. That is to say, we have not thus far found it expedient 
to discontinue many way freight trains, but we have decreased 
the number of cars in these trains and, by expediting their 
movement, shortened the terminal to terminal running time, at 
the same time releasing box cars for other service. Thus, there 
are two major accomplishments to be attributed to rail-truck 
coordination: First—and the more important—much better 
service, and second, substantial economies. 

Taking three typical branch lines radiating from the main 
line and two segments of the main line over which this same 
arrangement is in effect, designated for convenience as routes 
A, B, C, D and E, the Burlington’s records show that on route A 
there has been effected a saving of one hour way freight time 
daily except Sunday, and 672 car miles a week. On route B 
there is a saving of two hours way freight time a day and 2,171 
car miles a week. On route C there is a saving of one hour way 
freight time and 1,336 car miles a week. On route D there is a 
saving of 30 minutes way freight time a day, with no car mile 
saving because the highway does not reach all the communities 
reached by the railroad. On route E there is a saving in way 
freight time of 30 minutes a day and at the present time, be- 
cause of operating handicap, no car mile saving. The total time 
saving on these five routes is five hours a day, or 30 hours a 
week, and 4,179 car miles a week. In addition, there is a saving 
of 72 car days a week. That is to say, freight cars formerly 
devoted to that service are to that extent freed for other use. 
The average length of the five routes mentioned is approxi- 
mately 80 miles. It should not be understood that the Burlington 
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has achieved anything like maximum effectiveness in the co- 
ordination of rail and truck service. It is the subject of constant 
study and much more development is possible. 


Balance of Traffic 


A further way in which the common ownership and opera- 
tion of rail and truck can in certain circumstances be utilized 
to increase efficiency is based upon the balance of traffic factor. 
On the Burlington there is a heavy movement of empty refrig- 
erator cars westbound. The truck traffic being predominately 
westbound, there is a considerable lightly loaded or empty truck 
movement eastbound so far as straight truck traffic is con- 
cerned. By unloading eastbound rail freight into these other- 
wise empty or partially empty trucks, a much better traffic 
balance is obtained. 

Another type of traffic that can be expedited in some in- 
stances is U. S. mail and express. The curtailment of branch 
line passenger service and the abandonment of many branch 
lines throughout the country has presented a problem to the 
Post Office Department. The Burlington Transportation Com- 
pany handles a considerable amount of mail in its busses, most 
of which moves also by rail. It is believed that, as time goes on, 
a greater volume of mail will move in this manner. At least 
one western railroad has instituted highway service designed 
primarily to transport mail. 

While the Burlington Transportation Company has its own 
freight and passenger terminals in Chicago, in many places rail 
stations and rail freight houses are utilized by it. So far as the 
latter use is concerned, it enables the carrier to provide freight 
house facilities in small communities that the independent truck 
operator could not afford to provide. It enables the railroad to 
keep open small freight houses that might otherwise be closed, 
to the benefit of the public and employes, and it permits a more 
nearly complete utilization of existing freight house facilities 
than would be possible if only rail freight were handled there. 
The Burlington Transportation Company pays to the railroad 
company for the use of these facilities upon the same basis that 
any other user would pay. The total revenue derived by the 
railroad from this source is fairly substantial. 


Highway Regulation 


A word about regulation of highway transportation may be 
of interest. Most, though not all, of the states have had in effect 
regulatory laws for several years, but, until Congress acted in 
1935, interstate transportation by bus and truck was largely 
unregulated. This unquestionably greatly aggravated the trou- 
bles of the railroads. In October of that year a fairly complete 
regulatory code went into effect under which the Commission 
took jurisdiction of motor vehicles. The Commission was con- 
fronted with a task, the magnitude of which is shown by the 
fact that more than 90,000 applications for certificates and 
permits were filed the first year. By now the Commission, 
through its Bureau of Motor Carriers, has the situation rela- 
tively well under control but, since the great majority of motor 
carriers are small concerns, it is apparent that it will be a long 
time before they can be regulated in the same manner and to 
the same degree as the railroads, of which there are fewer than 
800 operating companies and which, for the most part, are 
larger and much better organized than the motor carriers. 

Bearing in mind the serious situation with which the rail- 
roads are confronted and the absolute necessity of eliminating 
waste and effecting all possible economies, we believe that the 
highway vehicle operated in conjunction with the railroad af- 
fords a major opportunity. Among other important western 
railroads which in one way or other conduct extensive highway 
operations are the Rock Island, the Santa Fe, the Southern 
Pacific, the Union Pacific, the North Western, the Cotton Belt, 
the Missouri Pacific, the Northern Pacific, the Great Northern, 
the Kansas City Southern, and the D. & R. G. W. Methods vary 
greatly. In some cases trucks are used almost wholly for the 
transportation of rail freight. With the Burlington and some of 
the others the trucks and busses function in the dual capacity 
of transporting strictly highway traffic and also traffic that 
moves in part by rail. Apparently the trucks and busses have 
become a permanent part of the American transportation 
scheme. Ultimately, each of the several agencies will function 
in the field where it is best suited. It will be a considerable 
time before the exact limitations applicable to each of these 
agencies are clearly recognized. In the meantime, it is probable 
that, so far as the law will permit, the railroads will expand 
and improve their highway operations and the Burlington is 
convinced that this will react favorably on the railroads them- 
selves and will provide a service to the public that neither the 
railroad nor the highway carrier acting independently could 
provide. 


GREYHOUND BUS CASE 


On further consideration, the Commission in MC F-82, 
Northland-Greyhound Lines, Inc. (Illinois), purchase, Menzo 
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M. Liederbach, has authorized purchase by Northland Grey- 
hound Lines, Inc., of certain operating rights of Menzo M. Lied- 
erbach, doing business as Sioux Limited Lines, Hiawatha Trails, 
Inc. (Gerald J. Wyatt, trustee), Northwestern Motor Bus Co., 
and Gray Transportation Co., Inc. Prior reports were made 
in 5 M. C. C. 123, 5 M. C. C. 215, and 5 M. C. C. 759. 

The report also embraces MC F-463, Northland Greyhound 
Lines, Inc., purchase, Hiawatha Trails, Inc. (Gerald J. Wyatt, 
trustee); MC F-464, Same, purchase, Northwestern Motor Bus 
Co.; and MC F-465, Same, purchase, Gray Transportation Co., 
Inc. In the prior reports applicant was denied authority to 
purchase the rights of the vendors aggregating $104,250. The 
routes proposed to be served, according to the report, are 
between Chicago, Ill., and Minneapolis, and between Calumet, 
Mich., and Milwaukee, Wis. 

Present rail and bus service, the report said, was shown 
to be inadequate and unsatisfactory, causing long delays at 
points of interchange, with the result that the traveling public 
was not receiving service to which it was entitled. It pointed 
out that vendors’ operations were principally local and had not 
been successful, primarily because of obsolete equipment and 
inability to coordinate schedules with other carriers. 

Dissenting, Commissioner Lee said that for the reasons 
stated in his separate expression in the prior report in the 
title case, 5 M. C. C. 215, 217, he was unable to concur in the 
approval of the purchase of the operation. He said that Com- 
missioner McManamy concurred in his expression. Chairman 
Caskie noted a dissent. 


PICK-UP AND DELIVERY INQUIRY 


Asserting that tremendous damage had been done to rail, 
motor and water carriers by the institution of pick-up and de- 
livery service, the Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., 
has asked the Commission to institute an inquiry into all local 
and joint less-truckload, less-carload and less-volume pick-up 
and delivery minimum charges, rules, regulations and practices 
of and among all motor, rail and water carriers within central 
territory. The allegation on which the petition is founded is 
a contention that the present charges do not return sufficient 
revenue to cover the cost of the services. It asks the pre- 
scription of compensatory rates. 

The petitioner said it found no fault with the efforts of rail 
and water carriers to meet motor competition by establishing 
pick-up and delivery service to meet what they evidently con- 
sidered an indispensable attraction to the shipping public which 
they needed to remain competitive. It referred to the pick-up 
and delivery schedules of the rail and water carriers as ill- 
advised and non-compensatory. The railroads’ estimate of 
just and reasonable minimum charges and practices, the bureau 
said, were far below the cost of rendering the service. 

Publication separately by the railroads of charges for the 
terminal service, the petition said, forced the motor carriers 
to do likewise. Now the three types of carriers, the bureau 
asserted, were “hopelessly mired” in a maze of charges and 
practices which would not cover the cost of the services offered. 
It added that the present minimum charges were applied in 
connection with shipments accorded free pick-up and delivery, 
the revenue loss to the carriers was deplorable. It expressed 
the opinion that a great portion of the blame for the critical 
condition of most transportation agencies today could be traced 
to the out of pocket loss incurred in the maintenance of min- 
imum charges insufficient to cover the cost of the service. 


HIGHWAY AUTHORITY PROPOSED 


Representative Cartwright, of Oklahoma, chairman of the 
House committee on roads, has announced he will introduce 
a bill providing for creation of a Federal Roads Authority as 
the result of recommendations made in the report of the U. S. 
Bureau of Public Roads on highway building (see Traffic 
World, April 29). 

Details of the idea had not been worked out, said Chair- 
man Cartwright, but that under the proposal the Authority 
would acquire rights of way and establish new through routes 
and deal with the problem of eliminating and relieving con- 
gestion in dense traffic areas. He said the problem was too big 
for the individual states to handle and that the proposed Au- 
thority would have powers similar to those of the Tennessee 
Valley Authority and proceed under the right of eminent do- 
main with a national program. 


MOTOR CHIEF EXAMINER 


The Bureau of Motor Carriers has announced the appoint- 
ment of James F. Pinkney as chief, section of complaints, to 
succeed Wilmer A. Hill, who has resigned to enter private prac- 
tice, and of Kenneth J. McAuliffe as assistant chief of section, 
vice Mr. Pinkney. The position is generally referred to as 
that of chief examiner. 
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TAXATION AND HIGHWAY COSTS 


“Claims that state highway systems are public utilities and 
as such should show a profit on the investment therein, are 
nothing more than thinly veiled efforts to place our state gov- 
ernments in business at the expense of the taxpayers; such 
attempts, if successful, would lead to tremendous increases in 
state motor vehicle taxes throughout the nation; in the state 
of Illinois alone the increases would range from almost 100 per 
cent for owners of private automobiles to more than 200 per 
cent for busses and 270 per cent for certain classes of trucks; 
the ultimate effect would be virtually to tax the motorists off 
the highways—which were built and are being maintained at 
their expense,” said Chester G. Moore, director of the Illinois 
Highway Users Conference, Chicago, in making public a study 
of “Highway Costs and Motor Vehicle Taxation.” The study 
was made by a committee of specialists—two engineers and 
two economists—to determine the proper methods of determin- 
ing and allocating annual highway costs for purposes of motor 
vehicle taxation. The committee was composed of Grover C. 
Dillman, president, Michigan College of Mining and Technology, 
former chief engineer and commissioner, Michigan State High- 
way Department; D. Philip Locklin, associate professor of eco- 
nomics, University of Illinois, formerly principal transportation 
economist, Interstate Commerce Commission; G. Lloyd Wilson, 
professor of transportation and public utilities, University of 
Pennsylvania; John S. Worley, professor of transportation engi- 
neering, University of Michigan, formerly member of engineer- 
ing board, Bureau of Valuation, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 

“The occasion for making this study,” said Mr. Moore, “was 
the decision in the District Court of the United States for the 
southern district of Illinois, in the case entitled ‘Brashear 
Freight Lines, Inc., et al. vs. Edward J. Hughes, Secretary of 
State, of the State of Illinois,’ in which was entered as evidence 
a cost study made by V. L. Glover for the Department of Public 
Works and Buildings of the State of Illinois. 

“Mr. Glover arrived at the conclusion, in his study, that the 
annual cost chargeable to highway users for maintaining the 
highways of Illinois for 1936 was $116,220,020.43. In arriving 
at this figure, he found that the amount that, in his opinion, 
should be chargeable to the users of the highways for mainte- 
nance, including policing and administration, was $24,671,503.50. 
It also included $9,311,309.89 as taxes on the unamortized cost 
of the highways; $29,796,191.66 as interest on investment in the 
highways, and $29,211,938.70 as the annual amortization charge. 

“In addition to this he included a figure of $23,229,076.68 
as annual interest on the value of the right-of-way. Owing to 
the fallacious inclusion of some of the above items as annual 
highway costs, the study was made for the purpose of arriving 
at a sound and proper basis for the compilation of annual high- 
way costs.” 

In 1936, Mr. Moore pointed out, the revenue received by 
Illinois from registration and license fees and motor fuel taxes 
totaled $52,361,907.75; findings of fact in the Brashear case 
disclosed that the approximate amount paid each year by the 
various classes of motor vehicles ranged from $24.92, for pri- 
vate passenger cars, to $364.56 for the heaviest types of trucks. 


“Inclusion of fictitious charges, notably for interest on in- 
vestment and interest on value of right-of-way, was the means 
by which Mr. Glover reached his conclusion that highway users 
were not paying enough taxes to maintain their roads,” said 
Mr. Moore. “If his theories were put into practice, drivers of 
private automobiles would be called on to pay the state an 
average of $48.83 annually, instead of $24.92, for the privilege 
of using the highways. In the case of certain types of busses, 
annual fees and taxes would be boosted from $268.54 to $839.95, 
while they would be increased from $364.56 to $1,361.28 for 
some trucks. As our state highways were further expanded and 
improved, the tax burden would continue to grow under such 
a method of arriving at annual costs.” 


According to certified figures admitted as evidence in the 
Brashear case, Mr. Moore said, the state of Illinois made a 
profit of $3,383,630.06 off trucks and busses alone, above the 
entire 1936 operating costs of the primary road system—which 
is that portion of the state highway system largely used by such 
vehicles; these figures showed that revenues from trucks and 
busses in 1936 totaled $15,408,447.06; maintenance cost for the 
entire primary or hard road system totaled $4,062,843; policing 
state highways, $1,500,000; administration of primary road sys- 
tem, $991,974, and interest on bonded indebtedness, $5,470,000; 
this made a total of $12,024,817 as the cost of the primary road 
system for the year. This meant, he said, that the state primary 
road system of Illinois would be financed by trucks and busses 
if not a cent were received in taxes from private car drivers 
for this purpose. 

Pointing out that highways are a public undertaking, the 
committee in its report adds: 
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Highways are provided by the people, acting through the instru- 
mentality of the state, to provide themselves with needed transportation 
facilities. They were largely built and are wholly maintained out of 
funds raised by taxation for this purpose. 

Highways have been recently described as a public utility. There 
can be no dispute with this designation if it simply means that the 
highway system is created to provide a distinct service to the citizens 
of the state. But there is danger if the analogy with the public utili- 
ties is carried too far. There are important differences between the 
characteristics of the public utility and a highway system. 


The three main differences between the public utility and 
a highway system are outlined by the committee as follows: 


(1) Highways were not built as a profit-making enterprise. The 
state does not attempt to make money out of the highway system. (2) 
The capital invested in a privately-owned utility is furnished by inves- 
tors, while the capital invested in the highway system is provided by 
the people themselves, through a system of taxation . .. Thus the 
highways, however financed, really become the people’s highways, with 
the people’s money invested in them. (3) Highways are not completely 
on a user basis. In other words, the cost of providing the service is 
not expected to be borne entirely by charges levied upon motor-ve- 
hicle owners but in part by other beneficiaries of the highways. 


“Historically, special taxes on motor vehicles were imposed 
to provide a high-type and expensive highway for the motor- 
vehicle owner which could not be provided by means of local 
taxation,” says the report. “Highways of this type were prop- 
erly put upon a user basis with respect to the major portion of 
their cost; but there was no reason for putting the entire high- 
way system on such a basis. .. . The idea that the motor-vehicle 
owner should pay the cost of the entire highway system has 
not been accepted by the public and would be unjunst in its 
operation if applied.” 

Highways, says the committee, are fixed public property, 
the title to which rests in the state, while vehicles that use them 
are private property owned by a large number of persons; the 
users of the highways include, directly or indirectly, almost the 
entire population; the highway users and other beneficiaries, 
who furnish the funds, do not enjoy title to the highways, nor 
do they receive any monetary return upon an investment in 
the highways; the only benefits they receive are in the use of 
the highways. 

Items not proper to include in the total annual cost of 
highway systems for purposes of motor-vehicle taxation, ac- 
cording to the committee, embrace interest charges other than 
on actual highway indebtedness; assumed taxes on right-of- 
way and highways as property, and depreciation and obsoles- 
cence. “To include interest on that part of the investment in 
the highways made by the general taxpayer and the motor- 
vehicle owner as part of the annual highway cost to be carried 
by special motor-vehicle taxes is to make the beneficiaries pay 
interest on the capital they have furnished . . . It cannot be 
imagined that the public would consent to being thus taxed to 
provide a large amount of funds for the state to invest at in- 
terest.” 


On the question of assumed taxes to compensate the state 
for loss it suffers in reduction of taxable wealth due to with- 
drawal of the value of highway facilities from such taxable 
wealth, the committee says the system of highways increases 
rather than decreases taxable wealth. If depreciation were 
also included in the annual highway costs, it adds, highway 
users would be paying for the highways a second time. “Stated 
in another way, present highway users would be paying for 
the highways now in use, and also paying for the highways 
which will be built to replace them.” 


Benefits of improved state highways are not restricted 
merely to motor-vehicle owners, says the report. “To insure 
a proper distribution of highway costs it is necessary to take 
into account the many social and community services of the 
highways. These include post roads, national defense, public 
health, education, fire and police protection, commerce, agri- 
culture, recreation and community life, all of which reap direct 
benefits from our modern highway systems. A consideration 
of the numerous social and community services of highways 
leads to the conclusion that highways should not be supported 
entirely by special motor-vehicle taxes but should be sup- 
ported partly out of general and local taxation.” 


The report sets forth the percentages of annual highway 
costs chargeable to motor vehicles for four classifications of 
highways, as determined in seven different studies, including 
that of Mr. Glover. The four classes are main trunk high- 
Ways, intermediate highways, land-service roads, and city 
streets. It says the part of the annual cost allocated to motor 
vehicles should be distributed to each vehicle, on the basis of 
service rendered and received. 


Figures were compiled to show the share of Illinois high- 
way costs for 1936 chargeable to motor vehicles in relation 
to the amounts expended for items properly included in annual 
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highway costs. The basis of these figures was the studies made 
by Joseph B. Eastman, Federal Coordinator of Transportation; 
Mr. Glover; and C. S. Duncan, economist, Association of Ameri- 
can Railroads. “The motor vehicle share of Illinois highway 
costs in 1936 was $30,031,508 under the Eastman ratios; $45,- 
928.815 under the Glover ratios, and $38,995,450 under the 
Duncan ratios. These figures were considered a fair cross-sec- 
tion of expert opinion in practical application of principles set 
forth in the committee’s report. 

“By deducting these amounts from the total of $52,361,907 
paid by motor vehicle owners of Illinois in fees, licenses and 
motor-fuel taxes for 1936, the committee showed the surplus 
of highway taxes available for new-road construction in that 
year. This revealed a surplus of $22,330,399 under the East- 
man formula; $6,433,092 under the Glover formula, and $13,- 
366,457 under the Duncan formula. 

“The motor-vehicle owners in 1936 paid in federal gasoline 
taxes an additional sum. The federal gasoline taxes are col- 
lected at the refineries. In 1936, the gasoline consumption in 
Illinois was 1,123,332,000 gallons. At one cent per gallon, this 
yielded the federal government $11,233,320. If this amount is 
added to the sum paid by the motor-vehicle users in state motor- 
vehicle taxes, the total amount paid in state motor-vehicle taxes 
and in federal gasoline taxes in 1936 was $63,595,277.75. 

“In 1936 the State of Illinois received from the United 
States government $17,597,000 in federal aid funds used for 
new highway construction, and $852,000 in grade-crossing sep- 
arations and other special federal aid—a total of $18,449,000. 
The foregoing figures indicate that motor-vehicle owners in 
Illinois paid a fair share of annual highway costs in 1936 and, 
in addition, contributed substantial sums toward new construc- 
tion.” 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 

The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 

MC 101 Sub. No. 1, Dale Resler, Carlsbad extension, as of 
April 19; MC 101 Sub. No. 2, Dale Resler, White Sands exten- 
sion, as of April 24; MC 16027, Charles L. Miller, common car- 
rier application, as of April 21; MC 33093 Sub. No. 1, Black & 
White Transfer Co., Inc., extension of operations, household 
goods, as of April 24; MC 39372, Old Colony Coach Lines, Inc., 
common carrier application, Boston-Providence, as of April 17; 
MC 40616 Sub. No. 1, Stanley J. McNutt, extension of opera- 
tions, Davenport, as of April 24; MC 50446 Sub. No. 1, L. R. 
Martin, extension of operations, Colorado and Kansas, as of 
April 24; MC 50874, W. E. Westover, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of April 21; MC 59336 Sub. No. 2, U. S. Truck Co., Inc., 
extension of operations, Ionia, as of April 24; MC 66817 Sub. 
No. 3, A. M. Whitney, Gilbertsville extension, as of April 21; 
MC 79862, F. D. Pettis Trucking Co., common carrier applica- 
tion, as of April 24; MC 89571, James B. Havis, contract carrier 
application, as of April 22; MC 89578, John H. Woodward, com- 
mon carrier application, as of April 21; MC 89673, Tulio Ar- 
minio Paolini, contract carrier application, as of April 21; MC 
89742, Ray Diard, common carrier application, as of April 17; 
MC 90274, John J. Brady, common carrier application, as of 
April 24; MC 90306, Samuel Brodtman, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of April 24; MC 90440, John Charleston, common 
carrier application, as of April 22; MC 93278, Augustus Hoak, 
common carrier application, as of April 21; MC 93169, Leo 
Hoak, common carrier application, as of April 21; MC 93347, 
Lonnie A. Stancil, common carrier application, as of April 21; 
MC 94118, Sylvester Olberding, common carrier application, as 
of April 11; MC 94436, Dale Younkin and John Younkin, com- 
mon carrier application, as of April 21; MC 94804, Merle D. 
Makinster, common carrier application, as of April 17; MC 
95019, D. G. Wilson, contract carrier application, as of April 
24; MC 95125, M. H. Firkins, common carrier application, as 
of April 18; MC 95262, Oliver C. Carlton, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of April 17; MC 95338, Edwin J. Lewis, common 
carrier application, as of April 18; MC 95464, Joseph D. Mathieu, 
common carrier application, as of April 24; MC 95559, Russell 
Van Matre, common carrier application, as of April 21; 
MC 21246, Sub. No. 2, John J. Godfrey, extension of opera- 
tions, Kansas and Wyoming, as of April 13; MC 22535, William 
L. Mead, contract carrier application, as of April 10; MC 22535, 
Sub. No. 1, William L. Mead, extension of operations, as of April 
10; MC 30669, Sub. No. 1, Blake Pinson, extension of operations, 
packing house products, as of April 14; MC 72190, Sub. No. 1, Ben 
Hall and J. W. Hall, Chicago-Lexington extension, as of April 13; 
MC 82815, Sub. No. 1, A. J. Engelhard, extension, intermediate 
points, as of April 12; MC 83217, Sub. No. 1, F. J. McLaren, 
extension of operations, as of April 13; MC 89024, A. H. Buss- 
man and Elmer F. Merritt, common carrier application, as of 
April 13; MC 89615, Arthur S. Miller, Jr., common carrier ap- 
plication, as of April 12; MC 89579, Coyt Andrew Robertson, 
common carrier application, as of April 12; MC 89617, Freeman 
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A. Lewis, common carrier application, as of April 12; MC 91073, 
John N. Hansen, common carrier application, as of. April 17; 
MC 91366, David Lohoefer, common carrier application, as of 
April 17; MC 91804, Joseph Bernard Morbeck, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of April 17; MC 93120, East Hampton Taxi and Truck- 
ing Co., Inc., common carrier application, as of April 17; MC 
93155, Thomas F. Ptak, common carrier application, as of April 
17; MC 93308, Roy O. Smith, Joseph A. Carson and Andrew V. 
Johnson, common carrier application, as of April 12; MC 93446, 
George H. Miller, common carrier application, as of April 17; 
MC 93455, John J. Adams, common carrier application, as of 
April 14; MC 93982, Norman De Pue, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of April 17; MC 94353, Guy Dugan, common carrier 
application, as of April 14; MC 95378, Leroy Pitts, common 
carrier application, as of April 14; MC 95669, A. A. Moore, com- 
mon carrier application, as of April 14; MC 13362, Sub. No. 1, 
Clarence H. Boehlke, extension of operations, Oregon, as of 
April 15; MC 23110, Earl F. Schultz, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of April 19; MC 23501, Sub. No. 1, Lawrence Davis, 
contract carrier application, as of April 19; MC 23620, Sub. No. 
1, Georgia Motor Express, Inc., Elbert extension, as of April 14; 
MC 28498, The Dalles Freight Line, Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication, as of April 20; MC 30251, Gordon Ray, contract car- 
rier application and extension of operations, as of April 13; MC 
43012, Sub. No. 1, M. F. Rockey, extension Virginia and West 
Virginia, as of April 14; MC 44598, Sub. No. 1, Howard Wilson 
Miller, extension of operations, Durham Terminal, as of April 
19; MC 59187, Charles Edward Saxton, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of April 19; MC 62333, Sub. No. 1, Elmer Klings- 
heim, extension of operations, as of April 19; MC 82230, Sub. 
No. 3, T. M. Payne, extension of operations, as of April 17; 
MC 88837, Andrew Wallace, common carrier application, as of 
April 19; MC 89282, W. N. Primmer, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of April 19; MC 89389, John W. Pinnt, common carrier 
application, as of April 19; MC 89683, Michael J. and Frank M. 
Carollo, common carrier application, as of April 19; MC 93040, 
Dwight Glandon, contract carrier application, as of April 19; 
MC 93065, Helge H. Eide, contract carrier application, as of 
April 12; MC 93654, Theodore R. Howe, contract carrier appli- 
cation, as of April 20; MC 93758, Will Heutig, common carrier 
application, as of April 20; MC 93692, Blain’s Drive-a-Way 
System, common carrier application, as of April 19; MC 93692, 
Sub. No. 1, R. W. Blain, extension of operations, as of April 19; 
MC 93795, Fred Stephenson, contract carrier application, as of 
April 19; MC 93906, Orval Walton, common carrier application, 
as of April 19; MC 93995, John Zegers, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of April 19; MC 94060, Edwin Nickols Yeary, common 
carrier application, as of April 18; MC 94714, Fred J. Jones, 
common carrier application, as of April 19; MC 95078, Milo 
Edvenson, common carrier application, as of April 19; MC 
95670, John Haines, common carrier application, as of April 19; 
MC 95773, William J. Stover, common carrier application, as of 
April 20; MC 95781, Joseph Newman, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of April 20. MC 23259, Sub. No. 1, John Ruan, extension 
of operations, as of April 14; MC 27223, Sub. No. 1, John G. 
Reeser, Camden-New Jersey points extension, as of April 7; MC 
37417, Charles Burnett Trucking Co., Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication as of April 17; MC 59255, Sub. No. 1, George A. Rhe- 
man Co., extension of operations, Georgia points, as of April 14; 
MC 80369, Albert G. Winward, common carrier application, as 
of April 7; MC 84685, Sub. No. 2, Nance Bus Lines, extension, 
Tupelo-Bonham, as of March 22; MC 89032, H. E. Griffith, com- 
mon carrier application, as of Apr. 7; MC 89574, Le Roy Hoaglin, 
common carrier application, as of April 17; MC 89703, Raymond 
Wegener, contract carrier application, as of April 17; MC 89891, 
Edward Brown, common carrier application, as of April 17; 
MC 92319, Roy Ottis Schnepp, contract carrier application, as of 
April 20; MC 92731, Milo John Wallingford, common carrier 
application, as of April 14; MC 92984, Mount Pleasant Fireproof 
Storage, Inc., common carrier application, as of April 17; MC 
93046, Gysbert Van Rees, contract carrier application, as of 
April 19; MC 93371, Thomas L. Conway, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of April 8; MC 93640, H. L. Hansen, common car- 
rier application, as of April 13; MC 93865, Axel E. Norrlen, 
common carrier application, as of April 20; MC 93981, Charles 
Fox, common carrier application, as of April 13; MC 93992, 
W. S. Taber, common carrier application, as of April 13; MC 
94320, M. L. Stromquist, common carrier application, as of 
April 20; MC 94450, O. R. Cox, common carrier application, as 
of April 12; MC 94501, Ernest M. Wilkins, common carrier 
application, as of April 20; MC 94790, Fred J. Howatt, common 
carrier application, as of April 13; MC 94889, William Otto 
Dinse, common carrier application, as of April 20; MC 94990, 
Alfred Joseph Kenny, common carrier application, as of April 
13; MC 95021, Joseph Aiello, Jr., common carrier application, 
as of April 20; MC 95043, W. E. Rogers, contract carrier appli- 
cation, as of April 8; MC 95353, Eugene S. Arrighi, common 
carrier application, as of April 20; MC 95680, Arthur Albertson, 
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common carrier application, as of April 13; MC 95728, Harry 
Robinson, common carrier application, as of April 13; MC 
89523, Alden R. Few and Stacy J. Few, contract carrier appli- 
cation, as of April 28. 


CONTRACTS OF CONTRACT CARRIERS 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


To allow or not to allow the public to see the contracts 
filed with it was one of the questions discussed before the Com- 
mission May 3 and the following day in arguments on Ex Parte 
MC 9, in the matter of the filing of contracts by contract car- 
riers by motor vehicle and Ex Parte MC 27, central territory 
contract carrier rates. In the latter case the question is whether 
the minimum charges, rules, regulations or practices are in 
violation of law. That inquiry is with a view to the making of 
orders, or taking such other action, as the facts and circum- 
stances may appear to warrant. At present the contracts are 
held confidential by the Commission. 


Back of the questions stated and others as well is the 
greater question whether the Commission shall prescribe mini- 
mum charges to be made by contract carriers in central terri- 
tory with a view to putting an end to the competition between 
common carriers and contract carriers. That is typified, as 
alleged by the common carriers, by the contract carriers who 
knowing the rates of the common carriers because they are on 
the public files of the Commission, make rates a few cents be- 
low those of the common carriers and thereby get the business. 


The proceeding in which the arguments were made was a 
“show cause” order, requiring the contract carriers to show 
cause, if any there might be, why the Commission should not 
open their contracts to public inspection, or to require a show- 
ing of the actual charges, in lieu of the minimum charges. And, 
if the Commission has power to require such a showing of ac- 
tual charges, whether it is reasonable and proper for the Com- 
mission to require such showing in proceedings before it. Re- 
spondents in Ex Parte MC 27 asked opportunity to be heard 
on the question of opening the contracts and the making of an 
order requiring actual charges to be disclosed. 


In broad terms the common carriers with which the rail- 
roads aligned themselves, contended that the contracts should 
be open to public inspection and the actual charges be brought 
out to the end that they might know the competition they had 
to meet and to the further end that the Commission might es- 
tablish minimum charges when it appeared that the contract 
carriers were making rates below reasonableness. The divi- 
sion between common and contract carriers, however, was not 
sharp and distinct. Both agreed that the “chiseler” should be 
eliminated. They were unable, however, to agree on how far 
the Commission was authorized to go in removing the protec- 
tion the law seemed to have thrown around the contract car- 
rier. There was not even agreement that the law intended to 
prevent disclosure of business secrets that might be contained 
in the contracts, such as the names of the customers of con- 
tract carriers, the commodities carried between given points and 
of the names of consignees. 


Questions of that sort were raised in connection with the 
questionnaire sent out by the Commission in Ex Parte MC 27, 
contract carrier representatives contending that the motor act 
intended that information as to shipments was to be held as 
secret by motor carriers as by railroads. The lawyers could 
not agree on the extent of that protective legislation. 


Shipper interests, to the extent they were represented by 
the National Industrial Traffic League, for which John S. 
Burchmore spoke, opposed opening the contracts to public in- 
spection. A. E. Later, formerly a Commission examiner, speak- 
ing for Interstate Dispatch, Inc., et al., out of his experience as 
such, pointed out the disadvantage under which the common 
carrier labored in his efforts to find out the competition he had 
to meet from the contract carriers. He said that every time an 
effort to find out the charges of contract carriers was made in 
cases heard by him, he was told the information could not be 
required, under the law. 


Motor organization memberships were divided on the 
questions under discussion although they were in agreement 
that something should be done for the protection of the motor 
industry by way of putting an end to rate cutting. The division 
in the industry was indicated by the fact that Harry C. Ames 
appeared for the contract carrier division of the American 
Trucking Associations, Inc., while John R. Turney appeared for 
the common carrier division of that organization. 


The common carrier side of the argument construed the 
motor act to be primarily for the protection of their class of 
carriage and contended that the Commission could not carry 
out that purpose without knowing the actual charges of the 
contract carriers. Their idea was that the Commission was 
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duty bound to regulate contract carriers to the extent neces- 
sary to prevent public carriage being discriminated against or 
impaired. 

Assignment of time for arguments was made, in addition 
to those before named, to: H. S. Shertz, G. W. Stephens and 
Kit F. Clardy, Atlantic & Pacific Tea Co., haulers; C. E. Cot- 
terill, Middle Atlantic Motor Carriers Conference; T. D. Pratt, 
and R. M. Davitt, New York State Motor Truck Association; 
W. E. Hanley, Highway Service Bureau; Parker McCollester, 
Motor Haulage Co.; E. S. Brashears, Jacobs Transfer Co.; Ed- 
gar Watkins, Jr., Southern Motor Carriers Conference; A. Mar- 
kowitz, Freedman Motor Service; R. DeKroyft, Joralemon 
Brothers; D. J. Crecca, New Jersey Motor Truck Association, 
contract carrier division; J. Carter Fort, Association of Ameri- 
can Railroads, and H. L. Walker, Central Freight Association 
carriers; E. E. Ebert, New Jersey motor carriers; Douglas 
Brookman, United Parcel Service; F. R. Overmeyer, Central 
Motor Freight Association et al.; G. F. Morgan, Roemer Broth- 
ers; F. O. Nelson, Merchants Truckmen’s Bureau; G. H. Dilla, 
Sentle Trucking Co. et al.; H. H. Rogers, Southwestern Michi- 
gan Operators et al.; F. E. Nute, Cole Teaming Co.; G. P. 
Wilson, Bell Transit Co. et al.; and E. A. Novick, Contract 
Carrier-Shipper Conference. 


MOTOR ACT PROSECUTIONS 


; J. A. Hull and R. L. Hull, of Fort Lauderdale, Fla., accord- 
ing to information received by the Commission, has each been 
fined $750 on pleas of guilty to an information accusing them 
of having transported property between Miami and Fort 
Lauderdale, Fla., which had been received from Philadelphia 
via steamship, without having filed tariffs with the Commission. 
R. L. Hull, manager of C. & H. Transfer & Storage Co., was 
accused of aiding and abetting J. A. Hull in such violations. 
Judge Holland required them to pay $250 each and placed 


them on probation for one year with respect to the remainder of 
the fine. 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 


The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until the further 
order the recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases: 

MC 87168, Eastern Motor Freight Lines, Inc., common 
carrier application; MC 33512, Huey Motor Express, contract 
carrier application; MC 18149, Coastwise Express Co., Inc., 
common carrier application; MC 42624, Coastwise Express Co., 
Inc., broker application. 


EXCEPTIONS TO MOTOR REPORTS 


_ MC 31340, Motor Transit Co., common carrier application. 
oo for filing exceptions to recommended order extended to 
ay 22. 
MC F-585, System Freight Service, purchase, Phoenix-El 
Paso Express, Inc. Time for filing exceptions to recommended 
order extended to May 8. 


ACME FAST FREIGHT ET AL. TARIFFS 


The Commission, in MC 2200, application of the Acme Fast 
Freight, Inc., for a certificate or permit, has issued a show 
cause order to Acme Fast Freight, Inc., Atlas Freight, Inc., 
Chaffee-Shippers Service, Inc., Southwestern Carloading Co., 
and motor carriers participating in so-called forwarder rates, 
why those tariffs should not be stricken from its files. In the 
same paper the Commission denied a petition, dated February 
23, for rehearing, for broadening of the issues and for inter- 
vention by Transportation Service, Inc., by certain motor car- 
riers shown in an appendix, and by the Freight Consolidators 
and Forwarders Institute. 

In recitals showing reasons for the show cause order the 
Commission pointed out that in Acme Fast Freight, Inc., et al., 
common carrier application, 8 M. C. C. 211, it was found that 
the companies mentioned in the first paragraph were neither 
common nor contract carriers by motor vehicle nor brokers 
subject to the motor carrier act. It was further pointed out 
that in Freight Forwarding Investigation, 229 I. C. C. 201, it 
was found that forwarding companies, such as Acme Fast 
Freight, Atlas, Chaffee-Shippers and Southwestern companies, 
were not express companies subject to part I of the interstate 
commerce act. In further support of the show cause order 
the Commission recited that the companies mentioned had 
tariffs on file with it in which many motor carriers were parties. 

The show cause order requires the companies concerned to 
state specifically the grounds relied on why the tariffs, as listed 


in an appendix, should not be striken from the Commission’s 
files. 
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DOLLAR-MATSON AGREEMENTS 


Affirmation of the Maritime Commission's condemnation of 
the agreement between the Matson Navigation Co. and the 
former Dollar Steamship Lines, now the American President 
Lines, in No. 465, in the matter of Dollar-Matson agreements, 
Nos. 1253 and 1253-1, is recommended by David E. Scoll, at- 
torney for the commission in a brief based on a rehearing in 
that proceeding. The proceeding, Mr. Scoll said, was an inves- 
tigation by the commission on its own motion to determine 
whether it should cancel or modify an agreement providing that 
the American President Lines should not solicit traffic between 
Pacific coast ports of the United States and the Hawaiian Is- 
lands and should pay to the Matson company fifty per cent 
of the gross revenues from all its Hawaiian business to the 
end that that Hawaiian business should not be attractive to 
the former Dollar line. 

The agreement, made in 1930, was intended to put an end 
to a fight between the lines. One of the provisions in the 
agreement was that the Matson line was not to bid for a mail 
contract on the Manila route. Such a promise being punish- 
able under the postal laws, it followed, said Mr. Scoll, that it 
was contrary to public policy and that an agreement on it was 
illegal. Mr. Scoll’s conclusion was that the agreement, there- 
fore, was illegal from its inception. 

The Scoll brief said that aside from its illegality, the 
principal objection to the agreement was the fifty per cent 
clause requiring the Dollar line to carry Hawaiian business at 
a loss and thereby add to the Dollar line’s financial burden 
at a time when additional revenues were needed to complete 
the rehabilitation of the service. That clause, he said, was the 
basic feature of the agreement and’ was both unfair to the 
American President Lines and detrimental to the commerce 
of the United States within the meaning of section 15 of the 
shipping act of 1916. 

The brief said that changed conditions in the oriental and 
Hawaiian trades, whereby Dollar’s position had become less 
secure in the former and Matson had become predominant in 
the latter, had eliminated some of the original reasons for 
the agreement. The protection which Matson now received 
from the minimum rate provisions recently incorporated in the 
intercoastal act, and the restriction against subsidized opera- 
tors calling at Hawaiian ports contained in the merchant marine 
act of 1936, the brief said, had removed whatever need there 
might have been for continuing the approval of the agreement 
from Matson’s point of view. 

The record further showed, said the brief, that Matson 
had acquired an undue monopoly of the Hawaiian traffic, con- 
trary to the policy and interpretations the Commission and its 
predecessors had established in many decisions under section 
15. Therefore, it said, in view of the correctness of the findings 
of fact and conclusions of law in the commission’s report, it 
recommended that the order of August 17, 1938, disapproving 
the agreement and prohibiting the parties making any further 
payments thereunder be affirmed. 


INTERCOASTAL RATE STRUCTURE 

The Maritime Commission has named the Christenson 
Steamship Co. and Seekonk Corporation as additional respond- 
ents in its investigatoin in No. 514, intercoastal rate structure. 
At the same time, the commission said that following the hear- 
ing set for Washington, D. C., May 15, before Examiner Rob- 
ert M. Furniss, additional hearings would be held in New Or- 
leans, La., May 23: San Francisco, Calif.. May 31: and New 
York, N. Y., June 19. It said that all parties desiring to offer 
evidence in the proceeding were requested to advise it what 
issues their testimony would be directed to and how much time 
they desired, such notice to be given not later than May 10. 

“It is planned to consider only the matters heretofore an- 
nounced which relate to the intercoastal rate structure as a 
whole at the above hearings, and. as stated in the notice of 
March 25, 1939. no evidence relating to specific rates on indi- 
vidual commodities will be received,” said the commission’s 
notice. 

The Shippers’ Conference of Greater New York this week 
sent a questionnaire to its members seeking their views on 
Maritime Commission Docket 514—investigation of intercoastal 
rates, rules and practices. It asks if the member is interested 
in any of the subjects referred to in the commission’s proceed- 
ing and, if so, whether he will be willing to testify at the hear- 
ing at Washington May 15, when the inquiry opens. 

“The evidence necessary to support or contest each of the 
subjects,” says the questionnaire, “is primarily in the possession 
of the respective carriers or other parties interested. The com- 
mission will expect the carriers, or other parties, to be prepared 
to present all evidence necessary to support their respective 
contentions. The commission reserves the right to require the 
production of any additional evidence which may be in the 
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possession or any carrier, or other party, and which it may con- 
sider material to the issues, and also to introduce evidence 
which may be already in its files. 

“No. 408, American-Hawaiian Steamship Co. et al. vs. 
Shepard Steamship Co. et al., will be consolidated with the 
above entitled proceeding, and the issues in both proceedings 
will be disposed of in one report.” 

The Maritime Commission by order in No. 524, mixed car- 
load rule—McCormick Steamship Co., has suspended until 
September 8 the proposed rule governing the application of 
rates on carload mixtures of commodities applicable to west- 
bound intercoastal shipments from Atlantic to Pacific coast 
ports via the McCormick Steamship Co., published in Rule 58 
of Alternate Agent Joseph A. Wells’ tariff SB-I No. 6, effec- 
tive May 8. The commission said that hearings on the suspended 
rule would be held in conjunction with No. 514, as a similar rule 
published and in effect for some time via the Calmar Steam- 
ship Corporation had been a controversial subject among the 
carriers comprising the Intercoastal Steamship Freight Asso- 
ciation and was in issue in that proceeding. 


The protested rule, according to the commission, proposes © 


substantially to permit mixed shipments of different com- 
modities on which carload rates were published at the car- 
load rates on the actual weight of each commodity included in 
the shipment, subject to the minimum weight on the entire 
shipment applying to the commodity which takes the highest 
carload minimum weight. In other words, subject to the con- 
ditions of the rule, less carload shipments are permitted to re- 
ceive the benefit of carload rates. At present, it says, the tariff 
provides for application of mixed carload rates on two or 
more commodities included in one item or as specifically au- 
thorized in the individual rate items. 

At the same time the commission announced that the 
Washington hearing, May 15, in Nos. 514, 524 and 408, Amer- 
ican-Hawaiian Steamship Co. et al. vs. Shepard Steamship Co. 
et al., would be held in room 7856, Department of Commerce 
building. 


STRIKE ON U. S. BARGE LINE 


An embargo against all freight to, from or via all ports 
has been placed by the Federal Barge Lines on account of 
labor trouble. 

“The embargo placed by the Federal Barge Lines,” said 
Major General T. Q. Ashburn, president of the Inland Water- 
ways Corporation, “upon all shipment of freight has been 
brought about by the refusal of our employes to load or unload 
vessels in port, or to live up to the terms of written contracts 
which provide that all difficulties between the Inland Water- 
ways Corporation and its employes shall be arbitrated, and that 
there shall be no discontinuance of operations during such dis- 
cussions. The unlicensed employes on the boats walked out on 
the corporation and were followed by the terminal laborers, who 
have picketed some, if not all, of the terminals; absolutely 
refusing to load or unload cargo. 

“It is manifestly a breach of faith for a transportation 
agency, a common carrier, to offer to the public service which 
it can not perform. It would be obtaining patronage under 
false pretenses, and the only way in which the public can be 
protected is to let the facts be known. We will not offer the 
public service which we can not perform; nor do we intend to 
offer service which is dependent upon forces which we can not 
control.” 

The Mississippi Valley Barge Line Co., privately owned 
and operated, has placed an embargo against all freight to, 
from or via Vicksburg, Miss., and Baton Rouge, La., on ac- 
count of labor trouble on the Federal Barge Line which it said 
handled freight for it at Vicksburg and Baton Rouge. 


PAPER TO HAWAII 


Examiner C. W. Robinson, of the Maritime Commission, 
in a proposed report in No. 498, Sharp Paper & Specialty Co., 
Inc., vs. Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., et al., has recom- 
mended that the commission find unreasonable defendants’ 
rates on paper and paper specialties from Atlantic and Gulf 
ports to Hawaii. He said it should find that reasonable rates 
for the future should be constructed on the basis of a differ- 
ential not less than $1.80 a ton of 2,000 pounds under the con- 
temporaneous rates on the same articles maintained by de- 
fendants to Manila, and that the assailed rates were not shown 
to be unduly or unreasonably preferential, prejudicial or 
disadvantageous. 


M. C. HEARING CANCELED 


The Maritime Commission has canceled the hearing in No. 
518, Baltimore-Trenton Line, Inc., rates, scheduled for May 8 
at Baltimore, Md. 
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SHIP CONFERENCE REGULATIONS 


The Maritime Commission has announced that it has sent 
to carriers, conferences, importers and exporters copies of a 
report containing proposed regulations covering the organiza- 
tion and procedure of steamship conferences under which the 
principal steamship lines of the world operate. 


The present report covers only a part of the study of con- 
ferences undertaken and sets forth, with explanations, regula- 
tions considered necessary to insure compliance with Section 


15 of the shipping act, 1916, says the announcement. It further 
says: 


The proposed regulations are designed to provide the commission 
with more complete information as to the operation of and activities 
under conference agreements. This information is required to insure 
more efficient, equitable and expeditious functioning of the commis- 
sion’s regulatory powers. A second report is being prepared covering 
procedure to be followed by conferences in their relationship to the 
shipping public. Of major importance in the list of proposed regula- 
tions is one which states: 

A true and complete record of all actions of the parties pursuant 
to or giving effect to the (conference) agreement must be transmitted 
promptly to the commission. Such record must include; minutes or 
memoranda of all meetings; in the case of conference or other rate 
fixing agreements—tariffs, supplements thereto, or reissues thereof, 
rate circulars, rules and regulations governing application of rates 
(including forms of contracts or other agreements with shippers); In 
the case of agreements pooling or apportioning revenue, traffic or space 
—statements of pool contributions and distributions and/or apportion- 
ment of traffic, as the case may be, together with such other facts 
pertaining thereto as are necessary to reveal fully the results achieved 
under the agreement; Statements showing any apportionment of sail- 
ings made under either pooling, conference, or other agreements when 
such agreements provided therefor. 


Another proposed regulation reads as follows: 


Action taken at each meeting under the (conference) agreement 
must be recorded in the form of minutes or memoranda and such min- 
utes or memoranda must be in sufficient detail to afford definite infor- 
mation as to the subject matters under consideration and must state 
explicitly the reason or basis for the action taken. Copies of all cir- 
culars, committee reports and other papers or data referred to therein 
must accompany such minutes if not already furnished the Commission. 

When minutes of meetings are subject to confirmation at a subse- 
quent meeting, a copy of such minutes which may be endorsed ‘‘sub- 
ject to approval’ must be furnished promptly and advice of final action 
in respect thereto, including a complete report of any changes therein, 
must be included in the minutes of the next meeting or be transmitted 
separately to the Commission. 

When aciton is taken other than at meetings as by circular, by 
telephone, or by other informal means, a true and complete record of 
all such action must be furnished the Commission in the same man- 
ner and detail as are minutes of meetings. 


These proposed regulations, together with others con- 
tained in the report, would effect the degree of governmental 
supervision over conference agreements which the congress ob- 
viously contemplated when it incorporated section 15 into the 
shipping act, 1916, according to the announcement, which fur- 
ther said: 


It is telt that the Maritime Commission should be kept fully in- 
formed of the actions of carriers under their agreements and also as 
to the reasons therefor. Without the latter information it is frequently 
impossible to judge whether action taken is fair, unfair, just or arbi- 
trary. 

The report refers to investigation by the merchant marine and 
fisheries committee of the House of Representatives on which the 1916 
act was based. It points out that the House committee took the posi- 
tion that to permit agreements and conferences without governmental 
supervision would give the parties involved unrestricted right of action 
which might be contrary to the public interest. The current report 
States: 

“It is equally clear, we believe, that to limit such supervision to 
examination of the terms of the agreements when filed might have sub- 
stantially the same effect.’’ 

The proposed regulations, in effect, would require conference mem- 
bers to maintain a complete record of all actions taken in carrying out 
their agreements and to supply such record to the Maritime Commission. 


Neither carriers nor shippers, said the announcement, were 
consulted in the preparation of the proposed regulations but 
both groups supplied much of the information upon which they 
are based. For that reason the Commission has directed that its 
committee’s report, together with the proposed regulations, be 
circulated publicly. Interested parties have until June 30, an 
opportunity to specify their objections to the proposed regula- 
tions or offer suggestions to the commission. 


Interested parties who have not obtained copies of the re- 
port contained in the proposed regulations may do so by ad- 
dressing a request to the United States Maritime Commission, 
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Washington, D. C., attention committee on conference pro- 
cedure. 


PAPER TO THE ORIENT 


In No. 522, Gray’s Harbor Pulp & Paper Co., of Hoquiam, 
Wash., vs. A. F. Klaveness & Co. et al., complainant has asked 
the Maritime Commission to find unlawful additional assessment 
of arbitrary charges on printing paper from Gray’s Harbor, 
and that defendants be required to apply the same rates that 
are charged from Seattle and Tacoma. 


FIFTH M C TANKER LAUNCHED 


Launching of the fifth of the high speed tankers which 
the Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey is building with the aid 
of the Maritime Commission took place April 29 at the yards 
of the Federal Shipbuilding & Dry Dock Co., Kearny, N. J. 
The vessel, Neosho, was christened by Mrs. Emory S. Land, 
wife of Chairman Land of the commission. According to the 
commission, the tanker is to be sold to the Navy Department, 
which plans to buy three of the 12 tankers being built under 
the program. 


ADRIATIC AGREEMENT COMPLAINT 

In a complaint filed with the Maritime Commission, dock- 
eted as No. 523, Kerr Steamship Co. vs. Adriatic, Black Sea 
and Levant Conference, the Kerr company has asked the com- 
mission to find agreement No. 133 unjustly discriminatory and 
unfair and cancel it. It also has asked the commission to 
order defendants to cease use of the contract and noncontract 
system of freight rates. The prayers, however, will not be 
pressed if defendants admit complainant to full and equal mem- 
bership in the conference. 


PLASTIC FIRE BRICK 


The Intercoastal Steamship Freight Association has re- 
quested the Maritime Commission to suspend Shepard Steam- 
ship Co. eleventh amended page 111 to SB-I No. 1 filed to 
become effective May 15, proposing a reduction in rates on 
plastic fire brick by amending Note 2 of item 516 to read as 
follows: “Mortar, high temperature, wet or dry, in metal drums; 
or dry only in double bags at shipper’s risk of breakage and/or 
damage up to 50 per cent of carload minimum may be included 
with fire brick and plastic fire brick at the carload rate named 
in this item.” 


GREAT LAKES CARRIERS’ AGREEMENT 


The Maritime Commission has approved an agreement, No. 
6834, filed pursuant to the provisions of section 15 of the ship- 
ping act, 1916, as amended, between the Great Lakes Transit 
Corporation and the Minnesota-Atlantic Transit Co. It pro- 
vides that each party will operate a minimum of three ves- 
sels in regular service in the carriage of package freight be- 
tween Duluth and other Lake Superior ports, on the one hand, 
and Detroit and Buffalo and other Lake Erie ports, on the 
other. The agreement also provides for the carriage of auto- 
mobiles from Detroit to Duluth and Buffalo; that sailings will 
be alternated from Duluth; and that in certain instances each 
party will transport cargo for the other. 


SEAMEN AND WAGE HOUR ACT 


Two interpretative bulletins clarifying the exemptions in 
the fair labor standards act applicable to seamen and to the 
seafood and fishery industry have been issued by Elmer F. 
Andrews, administrator of the wage and hour division, Depart- 
ment of Labor. 

The “seaman bulletin” interpreted the act as exempting 
the crews of vessels operating on the inland waterways as 
well as on the high seas, said an announcement by Mr. Andrews. 
The exemption extends to members of the crew such as sailors, 
engineers, radio operators, firemen, pursers, surgeons, cooks, 
and stewards. The exemption, however, was construed as not 
being applicable to such employes as stevedores, longshoremen, 
lighter captains, barge workers (except crews of seagoing 
barges) and employes engaged in dredging operations. 

The seafood and fishery industry exemption is held ap- 
plicable to employes in that industry whose work is dependent 
upon and affected to a considerable extent by natural factors, 
as, for example, the processin of fish byproducts into fish meal. 
No exemption is provided for employes engaged in the manu- 
facture of pearl buttons, knife handles, and crushed shell and 
grit. Office employes, watchmen and cooks ordinarily do not 
come under this exemption although some of these employes 
may be engaged in specific duties which would bring them 
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within the exemption, the bulletin stated, according to the 
announcement. 





BRANDY RATE CUT PROTEST 


Members of the Intercoastal Freight Association have 
asked the Maritime Commission to suspend a proposal of the 
Shepard Steamship Co. in its eastbound tariff SB-I No. 2, 
to reduce the rate on brandy from $1.10 a hundred pounds 
to 90 cents applicable from Pacific coast ports to eastern sea- 
board ports. The protestants say the intercoastal lines, in- 
cluding the Shepard, are in direct competition for the east- 
bound brandy movement. Up to the present, says the protest, 
the movement via the protesting lines has been relatively small, 
it being the understanding of Harry S. Brown, chairman of 
the association, that the greater part of the movement has 
been via the Shepard line because of a difference in rates. 
The present rate of the petitioners, according to the protest, 
is $1.49, whereas the Shepard rate is $1.10. 

The protesting association said it understood that the low 
rate observed by the Shepard Line was largely responsible 
for a reduction of rates on brandy by the transcontinental 
railroads on March 20 when they cut their rate from $2.20 to 
$1.85. The protesting lines cut their rate to $1.10 effective May 
14. That, the protest says, was followed by the proposal of 
the Shepard Line to cut from $1.10 to 90 cents. The asso- 
ciation said this proposed reduction surely was not calculated 
to create any new traffic but was merely a device to continue 
the Shepard’s present practice of maintaining rates on a basis 
lower than that maintained by the protestants. 


PARCEL POST ENTRIES OF IMPORTS 

The United States Tariff Commission has issued the results 
of the first analysis of parcel post entries of foreign merchan- 
dise made in the twenty-five years of the parcel post system. 
The study shows that imports for the last quarter of 1937 
through twenty-four ports covered amounted to $2,404,020. 
Only entries by parcel post valued under $100 were included. 
The twenty-four ports covered are New York, Philadelphia, 
Boston, Baltimore, Washington and Miami on the Atlantic 
coast; Los Angeles, San Francisco, Seattle and Portland, on the 
Pacific coast; and Chicago, Cleveland, Detroit, Buffalo, Milwau- 
kee, Indianapolis, St. Paul, Pittsburgh, St. Louis, Kansas City, 
Denver, New Orleans, Tampa and El Paso at border, interior 
and Gulf ports. The principal countries of origin were United 
Kingdom, Germany, France, Switzerland, Canada, Japan and 
Mexico. 

Of the total entries analyzed, according to a statement by 
the Tariff Commission, 65 per cent entered through Atlantic 
seaboard ports, 12 per cent through ports on the Pacific coast 
and 23 per cent through border, Gulf ports and interior dis- 
tricts. It said it was possible for the Tariff Commission to make 
the analysis because of the cooperation of the Treasury De- 
partment, which made available to it the original entry records 
and of the Works Progress Administration, which did the 
tabulating in Richmond, Va. 


SANTA FE EQUIPMENT PURCHASE 


Purchase by the Santa Fe of 30 new 1,000 horsepower 
Diesel switch engines and one 4,000 horsepower Diesel pas- 
senger locomotive is announced. This will bring the total of 
Diesel switch engines in service on the Santa Fe to 41 and will 
give the company a total of 37,500 Diesel horsepower in its 
switching service. With the acquisition of the new passenger 
unit, it will have 27,400 Diesel horsepower in its streamlined 
passenger service. When the new switchers are delivered, it 
will have a total of 64,900 Diesel horsepower, said to be the 
largest fleet of Diesel power in operation of any railroad in 
the world. The Santa Fe is also asking for bids on 11 light- 
weight passenger cars of various classes. 

Cost of the new power and equipment will approximate 
three million, seven hundred fifty thousand dollars, payment for 
which will be made in cash. 

Since the Santa Fe began using Diesel-electric locomotives 
in its streamlined passenger service, such engines have run a 
total of 4,106,297 miles, or 164 times around the world. 


BROOKINGS INSTITUTION AWARDS 

The Brookings Institution, Washington, D. C., has an- 
nounced the award of seventeen fellowships for advanced grad- 
uate study in the social sciences in the academic year, 
1939-1940. Among the successful applicants were Gesualdo 
Costanzo, Ensley, Ala., of the University of Virginia, on the 
subject, “The Differential Freight Rate Problem with Refer- 
ence to the South’; and Francis A. Spencer, Evanston, II1., 
of Princeton University, on “Control of Air Mail Rates by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission.” 
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Questions and Answers 


N this column will be answered questions of both legal and practical 

nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist on inter- 
state commerce law, who is a member of our special service department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. The same man, with long experience 
and wide knowledge, will answer questions relating to practical traffic prob- 
lems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him 
in his work. 

The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any question, 
legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer or that involves a 
situation too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. If a 
more comprehensive answer to a question is desired than is thought proper for 
this column, the department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 

No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions 
from nonsubscribers. 

Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 





Tariff Interpretation—Reconsignment to Point Outside Switch- 
ing Limits After Placement 


Louisiana.—Question: Will you please let us have your 
opinion on the following: 

We shipped a car of sugar via “X” Railway to a consignee 
at “A,” on open bill of lading. After arrival of the car at 
station “A” we found it necessary to reconsign the car to sta- 
tion “B,” also located on ‘“X” Railway. Our instructions to 
“xX” Railway were to reconsign at the through rate, which 
was applicable to station “B” via route of movement through 
Station “A.” The car was reconsigned at the through rate, 
but we were later presented with an undercharge freight bill 
based on “A” combination, on the grounds that the car had 
been placed for unloading prior to receipt of diversion in- 
structions, a fact unknown to us at the time. 

In answer to an inquiry as to the status of the consignee’s 
track, the agent at “A’’ replied: “The track in question serves 
two warehouses of “C’’ Grocery Company and cottonseed house 
of “D’” Cotton Company. However, the track is maintained by 
“X” Railway. It is and has been customary to place all cars 
consigned to “‘C’’ Grocery Company on this track upon arrival 
for which we do not have written instructions from them to 
do so, and did not have written instructions covering the 
placement of this car.” 

As a matter of fact, the agent had no instructions, either 
written or verbal, and had he requested instructions on this 
particular car, he would have been told not to place it. 

The tariff under which reconsignment was accomplished 
carried the follownig exception, “If car has been placed for 
unloading on a public delivery track, but has not been un- 
loaded or accepted by consignee or owner, it will be con- 
sidered as not having been placed for unloading.” 

Although we are unable to find a ruling of the Commis- 
sion or the courts differentiating between a private industry 
and a public team track, as contemplated in the above rule, we 
do find cases where the courts have ruled that cars placed on 
tracks owned and operated by a carrier for the convenience of 
the consignee, will not be considered as delivered. 

In Jencks Spinning Company vs. N. Y. N. H. & H., 126 
Atl. 753, the carrier was held liable for damage to a shipment 
of cotton after placement. In that case the court said, “The 
siding involved, although built for the convenience of a par- 
ticular plant, was not strictly private.” 

We contend (1) that, as this track was owned and operated 
and under control of the ‘“X” Railway, even though it was 
used for the convenience of the three warehouses located there- 
on, it could not be classed as a private track. 

(2) That, even if it could be classed as a private track, 
the unauthorized placement by carrier would not be considered 
as a placement within the meaning of the tariff; that a carrier 
may not, by its own action, independent of the consignor, con- 
signee, or owner, deprive said consignor, consignee or owner of 
a privilege they would have otherwise enjoyed. 

If you know of any decisions bearing directly on the point 
at issue, please quote. 

Answer: Section 9 of the Bills of Lading Act provides 
that a carrier is justified in delivering goods to one who is 
the person lawfully entitled to the possession of the goods, 
or the consignee named in a straight bill for the goods. 

Section 8 provides that a carrier, in the absence of some 
lawful excuse is bound to deliver goods upon a demand made 
by the consignee named in the bill for the goods if such de- 
mand is accompanied by an offer in good faith to satisfy the 
carrier’s lawful lien upon the goods and a readiness and will- 
ingness to sign, when the goods are delivered, an acknowledge- 
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ment that they have been delivered, if such signature is re- 
quested by the carrier; that in case the carrier refuses or fails 
to deliver the goods, in compliance with an order by the con- 
signee, the burden shall be upon the carrier to establish the 
existence of a lawful excuse for such refusal or failure. 

As the shipment in question moved on an open bill of 
lading and as the commission has held that a carrier may 
deliver a shipment for unloading as promptly as_ possible, 
Milne Lumber Co. vs. Detroit, G. H. & M. Ry. Co., 146 I.C.C. 
514, reconsignment charges in accordance with Rule 12 of the 
Uniform Rules and Charges Governing Diversion and Recon- 
signment of Fregiht, are legally assessable when the carrier 
makes delivery of a shipment, which under the Bills of Lading 
Act it may legally deliver, and in fact must deliver upon de- 
mene of the consignee named in an open or straight bill of 
ading. 


Motor Carriers—Transportation by Contract Carrier Must Be 
Made Under Written Contract 


Massachusetts.—Question: Referring to page 1349 of your 
December 24, 1938, Traffic World in answer to Illinois. Will 
you enlarge upon it in respect to whether it could not be 
properly considered that, regardless of the terms of sale, if 
the shipper makes the transportation arrangements for the 
movement of their own merchandise or products would this 
not change your decision. It appears to us that in such in- 
stances the contract between the carrier and the shipper would 
be sufficient to warrant handling the shipment under the ship- 
per’s contract. 

The main reason for this idea is the fact that the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission has made expression to the effect 
that merchants handling their own merchandise or products 
regardless of the terms of sales or purchase are exempt when 
such shipments are handled on private trucks. This to be 
effective until further ruling of the Commission. 

This also is in the same category as your reply to New 
Jersey, page 916, April 24, 1937, and page 1365, June 19, 1937, 
of your publication. 

It has not come to our attention that this expression of 
the Commission has been rescinded. 


Answer: The notice of the Commission to which you refer, 
as made in our answer to New Jersey, on page 1365 of the 
June 19, 1937, Traffic World, under the caption, “Motor Car- 
rier Act—Application of,’ deals, as we understand, with the 
transportation of goods and equipment owned by the mer- 
cantile or manufacturing establishment manufacturing or sell- 
ing the goods and not with the transportation of goods manu- 
factured or sold by such mercantile or manufacturing establish- 
ment by a contract carrier. 

In the latter respect the Bureau of Motor Carriers on 
February 23, in its Ruling No. 76 said, in answer to the ques- 
tion of whether, under the terms of a contract entered into 
by a contract carrier with A for the transportation of prop- 
erty, such contract carrier may transport for shippers other 
than A, and collect its transportation charges from the ship- 
pers and not from A: 

“No. Contracts of contract carriers, as required by Ex 
Parte No. MC-12 (1 M. C. C. 628), must be betwen the con- 
tract carrier and a particular shipper or shippers. The term 
‘shipper’ means the person who controls the transportation and 
refers to the actual shipper rather than an intermediary. Such 
shipper may be nominally either the consignor or consignee, 
but must be one or the other. The payment of the charges 
for the transportation is evidence that the person who pays 
is the person who controls the transportation and such person 
will be presumed to be the shipper. Accordingly, the contract 
must be between the carrier and the party who pays the 
carrier’s transportation charges, who must be the consignor or 
consignee. The contract carrier may not transport property 
for shippers other than the shipper with whom he has a con- 
tract. 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Rule 17 of Consolidated 
Classification 


Ohio.—Question: Thank you very much for the answer to 
our traffic problem which appears on page 810 of the April 8 
issue of The Traffic World, under the above caption. 

While I appreciate that perhaps the remedy is the publi- 
cation of a specific rating by the carriers, the fact remains 
that what I would like to have you furnish us is reference to 
cases decided by the Interstate Commerce Commission or the 
courts covering the following: The Official Classification has 
ruled that our commodity (which is not classified) should be 
rated as one thing, while the Western Classification has taken 
the position that the same commodity when moving under 
tariffs governed by the Western Classification should be de- 
scribed and rated as something else. Now surely the Commis- 
sion in the past has given consideration to similar cases and 
we would like the references. 
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While we appreciate that we, of course, are at liberty to 
file formal complaint with the Commission for establishment 
of a reasonable uniform classification throughout the country, 
the fact remains that we do not care to go to this expense 
and we seem to feel that if this question has. been considered 
by the Commission or the courts and we could secure these 
citations, perhaps further contact with the Classification Com- 
mittee might produce the desired results. 

Answer: We are unable to locate decisions of the nature 
you suggest. While the Commission might have occasion to 
suggest to the carrier that there should be uniformity in rat- 
ings applied under Rule 17 of the Consolidated Classification, 
the fact that there is a difference of opinion as to the rating 
which should apply indicates the necessity for a ruling by the 
Commission, which can only be had through the filing of a com- 
plaint, either formal or informal, the issuance of conference 
rulings having been discontinued by the Commission. 


Bills of Lading 


Michigan.—Question: Some years back when the uniform 
bill of lading was being changed, we believe that the Commis- 
sion or someone else ruled that even though the rubber stamp 
correcting the terms and conditions of the bill of lading had 
not been applied to the old style bill of lading, that the parts 
changed by law or by supplement of the Classification were 
binding on both parties because the beginning of the bill of 
lading made reference to the Classification and tariffs on file 
with the Commission and in effect on the date of the shipments. 

On this theory, would it not be in order to discontinue 
printing the terms and conditions on the back of the bills of 
lading ? : 

Will you kindly advise whether you have found any deci- 
sion of the Commission that would bear on this subject or 
whether there are any previous answers given by you in your 
Questions and Answers column that would cover this subject? 

Answer: In its several reports in Docket 4844, i. e., includ- 
ing 52 I. C. C. 671; 80 I. C. C. 305 and 167 I. C. C. 214, the 
Commission has prescribed the form and contents of the Uni- 
form Bill of Lading. While we can find no specific statement 
to that effect, it seems apparent from the decisions and or- 
ders in the reports above cited, that the Commission would 
not approve of the printing and use of bills of lading such as 
you suggest. 


Tariff Interpretation—Commodity Rates to Be Read in Light 
of Classification Rating 


Missouri.—Question: Item No. 65, page 19, Mississippi 
Valley Motor Freight Bureau Tariff No. 9-A, Agent C. L. Law- 
son, M. F.-I. C. C. No. 65, published to become effective May 
21, 1936, and finally cancelled entirely August 30, 1937, car- 
ried a list of paper and paper articles, as shown in Item 1000, 
which took a rate from Chicago to St. Louis, of 39c. 

In this list of paper and paper articles are the following: 
“Paperboard or pulpboard; binders, bristol, card, tag, tar or 
trunk board, or coated pulpboard, not printed nor imprinted.” 
Could you tell us, please, if photo mounting cards would come 
under this item? 

We believe it would, because this item covers paperboard 
or pulpboard; cards. Photo mounting cards are manufactured 
from cardboard and in order to make cardboard, it is neces- 
sary to roll several thicknesses of paperboard together. Where- 
fore, this photo mounting card is still a paperboard card. 
There is no printing on it and it is not imprinted, according 
to information we received from the manufacturer of the photo 
mounting cards, and we believe that photo mounting cards 
should properly be rated under Item 65 as a paper-board card. 

Would you please give us the benefit of your interpreta- 
tion of this item, and if our contention is correct, could you 
give us a reference to some previous decision by the Commis- 
sion on this commodity ? 

Answer: The tariff to which you refer is governed by the 
National Motor Freight Classification in which issue ratings 
are published on paperboard and pulpboard, binders, bristol, 
card, tag, etc., under the general heading “paper.” 

Ratings are also published on cards, photograph mounting 
cards or folders under the general heading, “paper articles.” 

Item 65, which is referred to in Item 1000 of Agent Law- 
son’s M. F. I. C. C. No. 65 lists “paperboard or pulpboard; 
cards,” but does not list paperboard or pulpboard cards. 

As a photograph mounting card is a paper article and 
not a class of paper, it is apparent that Item 65 of Agent Law- 
son’s Tariff M. F. I. C. C. No. 65 when read in the light of 
the National Motor Freight Classification does not provide a 
rate of 39c from Chicago, IIl., to St. Louis, Mo., on photograph 
mounting cars. 


Conversion—Liability of Carrier 


Missouri.—Question: Since we have been unable to locate 
any ruling or case involving an identical situation as now con- 
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fronts us, we are going to ask you to enlighten us if possible 
with a specific ruling or decision which will cover. 

A shipper receives a telegram from John Doe, which reads, 
“Authorized by Podunk High School. Please ship collect three 
gallons Formula A, two gallons Formula B, express.” 

The shipment was forwarded to Podunk High School, At- 
tention John Doe, and soon after arrival of shipment, the 
shipper received word from the superintendent of Podunk 
Board of Education that they refused delivery of the shipment 
from the express company as they did not order or authorize 
anyone to order same and that they did not know any John 
Doe. 

Upon further handling with the express agent at destina- 
tion, the shipper is advised that the Board of Education at 
Podunk refused the shipment but that John Doe called at 
express office and picked up the shipment, paying the charges 
thereon. 

The express agent at destination acknowledges that he 
did not know John Doe but that there are several Doe families 
in Podunk. The population of Podunk numbers 18,000. 

We are fully aware that a carrier, by accepting goods 
for transportation, agrees to deliver them according to the 
terms in the contract, and for a delivery to any person other 
than the consignee, the carrier is liable, but in the case of 
the above shipment, who actually is the legal consignee, the 
Board of Education or John Doe, and was the express agent 
in error in delivering the shipment to John Doe after refusal 
of the shipment by the Board of Education, and was it not 
evidenced by refusal of the shipment by the Board of Educa- 
tion that the operations of John Doe was unauthorized or at 
least questionable ? 

What we desire to determine is, where a shipment is 
forwarded to a Board of Education, Attention John Doe, or 
Board of Education, Care of John Doe, which party consti- 
tutes the consignee or is carrier justified in making delivery 
to either party. 

We make numerous shipments to schools, hospitals, and 
various industrial and commercial organizations in this man- 
ner but up to now this is the first irregularity we have experi- 
enced and it is our desire to ascertain the extent of both 
shipper and carrier’s liability for future guidance. 


Common reasoning leads us to believe that carrier’s agent 
at destination was responsible as in this case to secure bona 
fide assurance that John Doe had authority to use the name 
of the Podunk High School in securing the shipment, which 
it happens he did not have, but we are not sure this responsi- 
bility is placed upon him by law, there being nothing in the 
contract or bill of lading or express receipt except that car- 
rier deliver property to the party entitled to receive it, and 
under the circumstances was John Doe entitled to it 

The mere fact that we make shipment to one party, at- 
tention or care of a second party, does this authorize carrier’s 
agent to make delivery to either party, even though the one 
party is an established or recognized institution and the other 
an individual of uncertain identity? 

Answer: The duty of the carrier is not merely to convey 
safely the goods entrusted to it, but also to deliver them to the 
party. designated by the terms of the shipment or to his order 
at the place of destination. This duty to deliver to the proper 
person is absolute. If a carrier delivers goods to a person 
not entitled to receive them it is liable to the person who is 
entitled to them for conversion, rendering it immediately liable, 
irrespective of its good faith in making the delivery. No ques- 
tion of care arises, for in such case the carrier acts at its peril 
and is liable regardless of negligence. See St. Louis, etc., R. 
Co. vs. Larned, 103 Ill. 293; Illinois Central R. Co. vs. Parks, 
54 Ill. 294; St. Louis, etc., R. Co. vs. Rose, 20 Ill. Ap. 670. 

In Southern Express Co. vs. Freeze, 216 S. W. 303 (Ark.), 
the court held that a carrier should deliver a shipment to the 
consignee only, where there is nothing about the shipment to 
indicate that a party other than the consignee had the right 
to receive it. In Sword vs. Young, 14 S. W. 481 (Tenn.), goods 
ordered over a fictitious name with the intention not to pay for 
them, were delivered by the carrier to the person giving the 
order, upon his presenting an unindorsed bill of lading made 
out in the assumed name, and without requiring him to iden- 
tify himself as the consignee or the consignee’s agent. It was 
held that the carrier was liable to the consignor for the price 
of the goods. 

As the shipment in question was consigned to the Podunk 
High School and not to John Doe, although marked for the 
attention of John Doe, it is our opinion that the carrier is 
liable in conversion in delivering the shipment to John Doe 
without knowing that John Doe was authorized to receive the 
shipment in behalf of the Podunk High School. The shipment 
having been consigned to the Podunk High School, that party 
and not John Doe was the legal consignee of the shipment. 
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On the other hand had the shipment been consigned to 
the Board of Education, care of John Doe, the carrier would 
have been justified in delivering the shipment to John Doe, the 
bill of lading designating John Doe as being the party author- 
ized to receive the shipment in behalf of the Board of Educa- 
tion. 

The addressing of a package to a consignee in the care of 
a third person, as between the consignor and the consignee and 
the carrier, in the absence of known limitations on the scope of 
the authority given, confers on such third person the right to 
receive the goods, and ordinarily constitutes him the proper 
person to whom to make delivery. See Commonwealth vs. 
People’s Express Co., 88 N. E. 420, and Bank vs. R. Co., 225 
S. W. 391. 

Liability of Shipper 


Pennsylvania.—Question: please give me your opinion as 
to whether a rubber stamp used by shippers to stamp bills of 
lading reading as follows would protect the shipper, in case he 
had used an illegal truckman in the transporting of his goods: 

“This is to certify this shipment is tendered to you with a 
distinct understanding that you have met the Motor Bill Act.” 

Some people are of the opinion that it would, others are 
not. 

Answer: The stamping of a bill of lading with the state- 
ment set forth above would certainly not protect the shipper if 
he knowingly delivered the goods to a truckman who was not 
authorized to transport the goods. There is no provision in the 
Motor Carrier Act which specifically deals with the liability of 
a shipper in delivering goods to a truckman who is not author- 
ized to transport goods, but under the federal criminal code it 
is probable that the shipper could be prosecuted and convicted 
if a criminal intent is shown. The stamping of a bill of lading 
with the statement in question would probably be considered 
as evidence of a lack of criminal intent, but, in our opinion, 
would have no other effect. 


Liability of Motor Carrier for Concealed Loss or Damage 


New York.—Question: We recently received two shipments 
of ranges at Buffalo, N. Y., from a wholesale dealer in electric 
appliances. These ranges had moved crated from Chicago to 
Buffalo, N. Y., by rail. We picked up the ranges at Buffalo and 
delivered them to a consignee at Niagara Falls. After uncrat- 
ing them and removing the tape which the shipper puts around 
the doors it was discovered there were chips on the door of one 
range and on the top of the other. The claim on the door was 
$2.70 and on the top was $14.72, including labor. 

We contend we are not liable for the full amount of dam- 
age due to the fact that these stoves were not uncrated at 
Buffalo but were shipped by rail from Chicago to Buffalo and 
inspection could only be made as to the parts which were 
visible. The damage was not discovered until the ranges were 
uncrated, so the damage is of a concealed nature. 

Will you please advise just what our liability is and what 
proportion of the claim we should pay. 

Answer: From a legal standpoint, claims for concealed loss 
or damage are as valid as any other claim; the only difference 
is that in the case of concealed loss or damage it is more diffi- 
cult to establish the proof necessary to prosecute the claim. In 
order to recover the value of goods lost or damaged under cir- 
cumstances which bring the case within the category of a 
concealed loss or damage, the plaintiff must prove by a pre- 
ponderance of evidence that the loss or damage occurred while 
the goods were in the carrier’s possession. 

Since the facts of how a loss or injury occurred are gener- 
ally within the exclusive knowledge of the carrier, the courts 
are liberal in permitting a claimant, by showing certain essen- 
tial facts within his knowledge, to raise presumptions which 
complete his case. 

In establishing these facts the shipper must necessarily 
overcome by a preponderance of evidence that which the car- 
rier may introduce. That is, the shipper’s evidence must out- 
weigh that of the carrier. 

If the shipper sustains the burden of proof resting upon 
him of showing delivery to the carrier in good condition and of 
proof that the damage did not occur while the shipment was in 
the hands of the drayman or in the consignee’s warehouse, 
recovery may be had, unless the carrier can show that the 
damage resulted from a cause for the consequences of which 
it is not liable. See the following cases relating to concealed 
loss or damage which indicate what evidence is essential to a 
recovery in such cases: Shore vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R .Co., 
121 Atl. 345; John Deere Plow Co. vs. American Express Co., 
223 S. W. 488; Canfield vs. B. & O., 75 N. Y. 144; Hirsch vs. 
Hudson R. Line, 57 N. Y. S. 272; Baer vs. N. Y. C & H. R. R. 
Co., 144 N. Y. S. 682; Silverman vs. C. C. C. & St. L., 157 N. 
Y. S. 876; Wallers vs. N. Y. C. & H. R. R. Co., 166 N. Y. S. 
1083; Openhym vs. Maine S. S. Co., 127 N. Y. S. 463; Miller 
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vs. R. R. Co., 90 N. Y. 420, 43 Am. Rep. 179; Jean Garrison & 
Co. vs. Flagg, 90 N. Y. S. 289; Thyll vs. R. R. Co., 84 N. Y. S. 
175; Ragan vs. N. Y. R. Co., 98 S. E. 860 (S. C. 1917); Edwin 
B. Simpson Co. vs. C. B. & Q., 164 N. Y. S. 68. 


It is a matter for your company to determine whether you 
will assume the expense of the claim or require the shipper or 
owner of the goods to bring suit, in which latter event your 
liability will be judicially determined. 


Section 219 of the Motor Carrier Act, 1935, states that the 
provisions of Section 20, paragraph 11, of part 1, shall apply 
with like force and effect to receipts or bills of lading of com- 
mon carriers by motor vehicle. Under the provisions of para- 
graph 11 of Section 20 of the Interstate Commerce Act the 
initial carrier is required to issue a receipt or bill of lading for 
property received by it for transportation, and is liable to the 
lawful holder thereof for any loss, damage or injury to such 
property caused by it or by any common carrier to which such 
property may be delivered or over whose line or lines such 
property may pass when transported on a through bill of lading. 
Likewise, a carrier delivering property so received and trans- 
ported is also liable to the lawful holder of the receipt or bill 
of lading for the full actual loss, damage or injury to such 
property caused by it or by any common carrier to which such 
property may be delivered or over whose line or lines such 
property may pass when transported on a through bill of lading. 


Notice of Claim—Filing Claim With Delivery Carrier Is Notice 
to Preceding Carrier 


South Dakota.—Question: Kindly advise regarding the fol- 
lowing problem in connection with the provisions of Section 2, 
paragraph (b) of the Contract Terms and Conditions of the 
Uniform Bill of Lading. 


The shipment originated with carrier A, was turned over to 
carrier B, who in turn delivered the shipment to carrier C for 
final delivery to the consignee. A claim is presented to carrier 
C for concealed damage, but through delay the claim is not 
received by carrier C until nine months’ time has elapsed. In 
this case the claim was received on the last day of this free 
time. Will carriers A and B be involved in the adjustment, 
inasmuch as it is impossible for carrier C to put the claim 
papers into the hands of the other two carriers within the time 
stated in this ruling? 


Answer: Paragraph (b) of Section 2 of the Contract 
she and Conditions of the Uniform Bill of Lading reads as 
follows: 


As a condition precedent to recovery, claims must be filed in 
writing with the receiving or delivering carrier, or carrier issuing 
this bill of lading, or carrier on whose line the loss, damage, injury 
or delay occurred, within nine months after delivery of the property 
* * * or, in case of failure to make delivery, then within nine months 
after a reasonable time for delivery has elapsed; and suits shall be 
instituted against any carrier only within two years and one day 
from the day when notice in writing is given by the carrier to the 
claimant that the carrier has disallowed the claim or any part or 
parts thereof specified in the notice. Where claims are not filed or 
suits are not instituted thereon in accordance with the foregoing pro- 
visions, no carrier hereunder shall be liable, and such claims will 
not be paid. 


Under the above provisions, a claim may be filed with the 
delivering carrier and as to interstate shipments, the courts 
have held that notice to one of the several carriers is notice to 
all, under the Carmack Amendment (paragraph 11 of Section 
20 of the Interstate Commerce Act), each being the agent of 
the other. Overton vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry., 160 S. W. 111; Gulf, 
etc., ~ Co. vs. Bogg, 178 S. W. 577; Olsen vs. R. Co., 250 
Feb. 372. 


If the claim was filed with the delivering carrier within the 
time provided for in paragraph (b) of Section 2 of the Bill of 
Lading Contract Terms and Conditions, the filing of the claim 
with the delivering carrier is sufficient to impose liability on 
the preceding carriers, although, under paragraph 11 of Section 
20 of the act, the delivering carrier is liable for the full actual 
loss, damage or injury to the property. Under paragraph 12 of 
Section 20 of the act the delivering carrier is entitled to recover 
from the carrier on whose line the loss, damage or injury shall 
have been sustained, the amount of such loss, damage or injury 
as it may be required to pay to the owners of such property, 
as may be evidenced by any receipt, judgment, or transcript 
thereof. 

Routing and Misrouting 


Missouri.—Question: This refers to your answer to New 
York, on page 615 of the Traffic World issue of March 18, 1939, 
under the subject captioned: “Routing and Misrouting—Carrier 
Not Required to Turn Shipments Over to Competing Carrier,” 
and your answer to North Dakota, on page 958 of the Traffic 
World issue of November 5, 1938, under the subject captioned 
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“Routing and Misrouting—Conflict Between Rate and Route in 
Bill of Lading.” 

As the subject matter appears to be identical, we are un- 
able to reconcile your answers, which impress us as being in 
conflict. We have always felt that the weight of opinion was in 
accord with your answer to North Dakota. 

Will appreciate your elaboration for the sake of clarifi- 
cation. 

Answer: The distinction between the answers to New York, 
on page 615 of the March 18, 1939, Traffic World and the 
answer to North Dakota, on page 958 of the November 5, 1938, 
Traffic World, is that the former answer applies to a situation 
where the rate shown in the bill of lading does not apply via 
the carrier to which the shipment is delivered, there being no 
obligation on the part of the initial carrier to turn the shipment 
over to a competing carrier over which the rate shown in the 
bill of lading applies, but there being a duty to forward the 
shipment via a route to which it is a party and via which route 
a lower rate than that shown in the bill of lading applies. 

The latter answer refers to a situation where the carrier 
to which the shipment is delivered is a party to the rate which 
is shown in the bill of lading, but which rate does not apply via 
the route shown in the bill of lading, which results in a conflict 
between the rate and the route. 





Doings of the Traffic Clubs 


Items for this column are solicited and when they are sent and 
not published it is because they are inappropriate or not timely. Copies 
of a club’s publication or the notices it sends to members are usually 
not sufficient, because often they are received too late to be of value. 
The Traffic World goes to press in Chicago Friday of each week. News 
of coming or past events, such as meetings, dinners and election of 
officers, is desired. If publicity is looked for it should be made the duty 
of some one in the club to keep us adequately and promptly informed. 
—Editor The Traffic World. 





Mendel A. Keith, recently elected president of The Colum- 
bus Transportation Club, Columbus, Ohio, began his transpor- 
tation career as a freight truckman 
with the Pennsylvania Railroad at 
Trinway, Ohio, later serving that rail- 
road in various clerical positions in 
the freight stations at Steubenville and 
Newark, Ohio. While employed at 
Newark he attended Denison. Uni- 
versity. In 1918 he enlisted in the 
U. S. Army and served a year in 
France with the 63d Railway Engi- 
neers (later called Railway Transpor- 
tation Corps). After being discharged 
from the Army, he reentered the serv- 
ice of the Pennsylvania and left its 
service to take employment in the 
traffic department of the Wheeling 
Steel Corporation at Steubenville, 
Ohio. In September, 1922, he was ap- 

— ' pointed traffic manager of The Inter- 
national Derrick and Equipment at Columbus. In April, 1930, 
this company merged with Stacey Brothers Gas Construc- 
tion Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, and Roots-Connersville 
Blower Corporation, of Connersville, Ind., and Mr. Keith was 
appointed general traffic manager of the new company, Inter- 
national-Stacey Corporation, which position he now holds. He 
is also president of the Ohio Association of Transportation 
Practitioners; a member of the board of directors and the 
committee on education and research and chairman of the 
speaker’s committee of the Associated Traffic Clubs of Amer- 
ica. He is a past president of the Oil and Gas Well Supply 
Traffic Association. 








——_ 


In a talk May 1 before members of the Traffic Club of Fort 
Worth J. R. Coulter, general traffic manager of the Frisco, 
declared that the traffic departments of railroads should blue 
print their sales objective as carefully as construction progress 
of an earlier era was blue printed. He outlined three factors 
as being necessary in the effort of the railroads to sell them- 
selves—public relations, advertising, and aggressive personal 
salesmanship. “Considering the factors we must include in 
the sales diagram,” he said, “let us start with public relations. 
Here is a much abused term that has come into the language 
in recent years. But, as I conceive the term, it is fundamental 
to this new era. Public relations means to an industry what 
good manners mean to an individual. We might say public 
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relations are collective good manners, and that means that 
every railroad man and woman must be courteous and helpful 
in his dealings with the public. That means, also that any dis- 
courtesy or unwillingness to serve is a black mark against the 
company’s reputation for good manners. Public relations add 
up to company policy and, therefore, embrace every other fac- 
tor that we are to consider in the rest of our diagram. Second 
in this diagram comes advertising. By advertising I mean 
offering our product for sale in an attractive manner. Did it 
ever occur to you railroad people that we often fail even to 
offer our services, or when we do, we often fail to do so at- 
tractively? The third main point is to go after business aggres- 
sively by means of personal salesmanship. The Frisco is en- 
deavoring to build up an aggressive, eager staff of traffic rep- 
resentatives by means of training and salesmanship. We are 
holding periodic meetings at strategic points along the line so 
that we can discuss problems of salesmanship with our repre- 


sentatives and it is our belief that these efforts are bearing 
fruit.” 





The speaker at the forum meeting of the Traffic Club of 
Newark May 8 will be Fred Carpi, general freight agent, 
Pennsylvania Railroad, whose subject will be: “The Mer- 
chandise Traffic Problem.” The annual dinner dance will be 
held May 11. There will be a golf outing May 18. 





The Women’s Traffic and Transportation Club of New 
Orleans sponsored a book review April 26. Mrs. Robert Crager 
summarized “One Was Valiant,’’ Mrs. Doris Kent LeBlanc of 
New Orleans the author, was present. 





The Green Bay Traffic Club will have its annual golf outing 
May 23 at the Oneida Golf and Riding Club. 





The annual golf outing and dinner of the Central Ohio 
Traffic Club will be held at the Westbrook Country Club, Mans- 
field, Ohio, June 8. 





The annual outing and golf tournament of the Wyoming 
Valley Traffic Club will be held at the Scranton Country Club, 
Scranton, Pa., May 10. There will be four golf prizes and eight 
door prizes in addition to music and entertainment. Dinner 
will be served at 6:30 p. m. 





The Grand Rapids Transportation Club will hold its an- 
nual outing at the Green Ridge Country Club June 1. 





The annual spring dinner of the Transportation Club of 
Louisville will be held May 23 at the Kentucky Hotel. The 
club will dedicate its dinner to the tobacco industry. Guests 
at the speaker’s table will include men prominent in tobacco 
growing and manufacturing as well as leaders in civic affairs 
and the transportation industry. The speaker will be E. R. 
Oliver, traffic vice-president, Southern Railway. The toast- 
master will be T. T. Harkrader, director of traffic for the 
American Tobacco Company, New York. E. J. O’Brien, tobacco 
exporter, president of the Louisville Board of Trade, will de- 
liver the welcoming address. 





The Columbus Transportation Club and the Columbus 
Motor Freight Club will hold a joint educational dinner meeting 
in honor of the students of the transportation study class, at 
the Chittenden Hotel, Columbus, Ohio, May 17. Speakers will 
be Harry C. Moag, vice-president-traffic, C. C. & C. Highway, 
Inc.; V. E. Milsark, traffic manager, Parkersburg Rig and Reel 
Co., Parkersbur, W. Va.; K. N. Merritt, general sales manager, 
Railway Express Agency, Inc., New York. Mendel A. Keith, re- 
cently elected president of the club, has been conducting the 
transportation study class for the last five years as chairman 
of the educational committee. 





The closing indoor meeting of the Reading Traffic Club the 
evening of May 4 was “Steamship Nite.” An entertaining and 
educational program was provided by the steamship commit- 
tee. C. P. Caldwell, general traffic manager, Luckenbach 
Steamship Company, was the principal speaker. An additional 
feature of the meeting was the presence of the study group 
sponsored by the club. It consists of 25 young men who are 
pursuing a course in traffic. All of them were proposed for 
membership in the Reading Traffic Club. A membership com- 
mittee, with H. M. Zook and C. R. Ritter as the general chair- 
man, are making an effort to boost the membership. 





The Traffic Club of Minneapolis has elected as directors 
for three years: E. J. Murphy, general agent, Soo Line Rail- 
way; H. W. Ward, general traffic manager, Minneapolis & St. 
Louis Railroad; C. Edw. Belanger, traffic manager, The J. R. 
Clark Company; Geo. H. Luck, traffic manager, Washburn- 
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Crosby Co. The retiring directors are: W. R. Anderson, gen- 
eral traffic manager, Minneapolis-Moline Power Implement 
Co.; R. H. Dutiel, general agent, Ann Arbor Railroad; A. M. 
Fenton (retired), vice-president, C. St. P. M. & O. Ry.; O. I. 
Romfo, traffic manager, Atkinson Milling Co. The election of 
— and the annual meeting will be held at the club rooms 
May 15. 


The Traffic Club of St. Louis at its luncheon, May 8, at the 
Jefferson Hotel, will be host to the General Electric Company 


and will witness a slide sound film, “Safe Seeing—Safe Driv- 
ing.” 





The Women’s Traffic Club of Philadelphia will celebrate 
its fifth birthday anniversary with an informal dinner May 9, 
at the club quarters in the Sylvania Hotel. The speaker will 
be Homer S. Snow, of St. Louis, Mo. Guests of honor will be 
J. M. Fitzgerald, chairman of the board of The Associated 
Traffic Clubs of America; John Duffy, vice-president, Lehigh 
Valley Railroad; and Robert C. Lee, executive vice-president, 
Moore and McCormack, New York. Thelma E. Petersen, first 
vice-president, will be in charge of entertainment. President 
Ruth D. Waggner will turn the meeting over to Bette C. 
Hoffman, who will act as toastmistress. The club will hold its 
first rummage sale, in charge of the welfare committee, May 
26 and 27. Proceeds will be used to send two children to a 
summer camp. The bowling teams will hold another progressive 
dinner this summer. The educational class will meet May 
11 to start a study of South America. Brazil will be the subject. 





William W. Pierce, executive secretary of the Traffic Club 
of Newark, died this week. 


at the South Side Country Club will be in charge of the Ocean 


Freight Agents’ Association of Chicago. Golf will be played 
all day. 


Captain W. E. Campbell will be the speaker at the luncheon 
meeting of the Milwaukee Traffic Club May 8. His subject 
will be: “Life and Duties of a Northwest Mounty.” Members 
are requested to bring their boys. 

The Chattanooga Traffic and Transportation Club will 
make its annual educational trip May 17, this time to Atlanta. 

Seventy-one students have completed the course in ele- 
mentary freight rates at Memphis Vocational School and all 
made creditable grades, it was announced at a meeting of the 
educational committee and board of directors of the Traffic 
Club April 29. Classes will resume next fall. 





The Traffic Club of Denver will have a chicken dinner at 
Hillcrest Inn, Morrison, May 11. 





The Fort Wayne Transportation Club will have a dinner 
meeting May 18 at Hotel La Fontaine, Huntington, Ind. 
The Transportation Club of Des Moines will have its eighth 


annual field day party at Hyperion Field Club May 16—‘“from 
dawn to dawn.” 





The Transportation Club of the Rochester Chamber of Com- 


merce will have a golf outing at Locust Hill Country Club 
May 18. 


The annual summer golf outing of the Oil City-Franklin 
Traffic Club will be held at the Wanango Country Club, be- 
tween Oil City and Franklin, Pennsylvania, June 22. 








W. I. Nokely, traffic manager, Michigan Alkali Company, 
addressed the Motor City Traffic Club Forum at its final meet- 


ing of the season, May 1. The topic was: “A Proceeding in 
Valuation.” 





The Traffic Club of Kansas City, at its luncheon meeting 
May 8, will see the sound film, “Through the Rockies by Rail.” 
There will be a golf outing at Hillcrest Country Club May 12. 


JUNIOR TRAFFIC ASSOCIATION OF ST. PAUL 

The Junior Traffic Association of St. Paul, Minn., which 
has for its purpose, “Education in Transportation Through 
Organization,” is a new organization. Membership is open to 
young men interested in the field of transportation, railways, 
trucks, airplanes, barge lines or pipe lines, and who wish to 
promote their education through joint organization and to bring 
about a better relationship among members in all lines of 
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transportation. It is the announced purpose of the organiza- 
tion to cooperate with other similar associations throughout the 
country in an effort to promote the education of its members 
by discussions, lectures, literature, and other means. It is 
also the aim to have speakers prominent in their fields lecture 
on subjects of importance. Six committees, as follows, have 
been appointed: Membership, entertainment, library, inter- 
club, educational and publicity. Meetings are held the first 
and third Tuesdays of each month in the Lowry Hotel at 7:30 
p.m. The first annual dinner will be held June 6. The officers 
are as follows: E. P. Lanahan, president; R. C. Waetjen, vice- 
president; C. T. Heenan, treasurer; G. C. Marshall, secretary. 


PERFECT SHIPPING CAMPAIGN 


The final evening meeting of the Perfect Shipping Month 
campaign, arranged by the Ohio Valley Board Loss and Dam- 
age Prevention Committee was held in Cincinnati, April 26, at 
the Hotel Gibson. The cooperation of the Chamber of Com- 
merce and the Cincinnati Traffic Club helped in the success 
of this affair. The attendance was 191, including 48 shippers 
and receivers, 128 railroad representatives, and 15 miscellane- 
ous. 

In his opening remarks an explanation of committee activ- 
ity was made by Chairman R. H. Hagerman, traffic manager, 
National Cash Register Company, Dayton. “The Value of a 
Good Container” was discussed by I. L. Hendricksen, engineer, 
Freight Container Bureau, A. A. R., New York; “Results of 
Rough Handling,” illustrated, by H. A. Wetter, freight service 
inspector, C. and N. W. Railway, Chicago; “Loss and Damage 
Prevention,” by R. A. Fasold, special representative, Freight 
Claim Division, A. A. R., Chicago. 

Chairman Hagerman encouraged all industries to report 
loss and damage problems to the committee. Mr. Hendricksen 
gave some examples of recent progress in the design of new 
containers and how these are resulting in substantial saving to 
shippers. Mr. Wetter illustrated with pictures some common 
causes of damage in shipping and receiving rooms and in cars 
and warehouses. Mr. Fasold talked on the objectives of ship- 
pers advisory boards in sponsoring this drive and pointed out 
the progress made in freight loss and damage prevention since 
1920. Several industrial and railroad officials were introduced. 


This was the fifth meeting held by this committee in the 
current campaign. The four preceding meetings were held at 
Columbus, Indianapolis, Louisville, and Dayton, and the total 
attendance was 894, which represents a considerable increase 
as compared with last year. Many other meetings were also 
held in this territory by the individual railroads, local traffic 
clubs, and commercial organizations. 


TRAFFIC LEAGUE OF CINCINNATI 


At the May 1 meeting of the Traffic League of Cincinnati, 
the following officers were elected: President, N. J. Detmer, 
office manager, National Carloading Corporation; vice-presi- 
dent, I. G. Marz, traffic department, Chevrolet-Norwood Divi- 
sion of General Motors Corporation; secretary, Urban Meyer, 
traffic department, Procter & Gamble Company; treasurer, E. 
C. Doerr, traffic manager, The Huenefeld Company. 


The League has been functioning for ten years and is 
made up of a hundred members engaged in industrial traffic 
management or employed by carriers, rail, truck and water- 
way. Meetings are held the first Monday of each month, except 
through the summer. The meeting is preceded by a dinner, 
after which items of interest in the Traffic World are discussed, 
together with current or future transportation developments. 
This is followed by a question and answer period. 


LEHIGH WAREHOUSE AND TRANSPORTATION CO. 


The Lehigh Warehouse and Transportation Co., Inc., New- 
ark, N. J., has completed arrangements with the Austin Nichols 
Company for the leasing of the latter company’s building in 
Brooklyn, N. Y. Lehigh will take it over at once and intends 
to operate it as a merchandise distribution warehouse in con- 
junction with its present warehouses at Newark and Elizabeth. 
The property involved is a concrete building containing 500,000 
square feet on six floors on the East River. It has facilities 
for handling lighters as well as freight car sidings for forty 
cars and truck platform space for twenty trucks. The ter- 
minal also contains a considerable amount of air-cooled space. 

The announcement marks the third expansion of the Le- 
high Warehouse and Transportation Co., Inc., in the last ten 
years. In 1930 the Newark terminal was enlarged to its pres- 
ent size of 250,000 square feet and in 1934 it acquired 1,000,000 
square feet in the former Durant Motors Building at Elizabeth. 
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Digest of New Complaints 





No. 28251, Platnick Brothers, Inc., Bluefield, W. Va., vs. B. & O. et al. 
Unreasonable rates and charges, scrap iron and/or scrap steel, 
points in Virginia, West Virginia and Kentucky to Ashland, Ky., 
and Portsmouth, O. Asks reasonable rates and reparation. (Mil- 
ton P. Bauman, 143 Liberty St., New York, N. Y.) 


No. 28252, Codell Construction Co., Winchester, Ky., vs. C. & O. 
Unreasonable rates and charges, sand and gravel, R. A. Junction, 
O., to points in Kentucky. Asks reasonable rates and reparation. 
(J. E. Marks, 112 South Upper St., Lexington, Ky.) 
No. 28253, Teas Extract Co., Nashville, Tenn., vs. L. & N. et al. 
Unreasonable rate, 41 cents, liquid tanning extract, Nashville, 
Tenn., to Endicott, N. Y. Asks reasonable rate and reparation. 
(Milton P. Bauman, 143 Liberty St., New York, N. Y.) 
No. 28254, Central Iron & Steel Co., Harrisburg, Pa., vs. Pennsylvania. 
Alleges demurrage charges collected on cars held in its plant by 
reason of a flood in 1936, in violation of sections 1, 2, 3 and 6, 
the undue preference alleged being for localities in the Monon- 
gahela, Allegheny, and Ohio River valleys in Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
West Virginia, Indiana, Kentucky, Illinois and Missouri. Asks 
reparation. (Douglass D. Storey, Telegraph Bldg., Harrisburg, Pa.) 


No. 28254, Sub. No. 1, Central Iron & Steel Co., Harrisburg, Pa., vs. 
Reading. 


Same allegation as in the preceding complaint. Same prayer. 
(Douglass D. Storey, Telegraph Bldg., Harrisburg, Pa.) 


No. 28255, Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference, Inc., 


Washington, D. C., vs. B. & O. et al. and Acme Fast Freight, 
Inec., et al. 


Alleges any-commodity and truck body container rates as viola- 
tive of sections 1, 2 and 6 of part I of the interstate commerce 
act (see Traffic World, April 15, p. 860). Asks a cease and desist 
order and order requiring publication of lawful rates. (Charles 
E. Cotterill, 70 East 45th St., New York, N. Y.) 


No. 28256, State Corporation Commission of Virginia, Richmond, Va., 
and State Port Authority of Virginia, Norfolk, Va., vs. B. & O. 
et al. 

Alleges shippers and receivers of freight in Virginia are being 
subjected to the payment of rates and charges for transportation 
of traffic between Virginia points and points in New England and 
trunk line territories, in violation of section 1 by reason of the 
failure of the defendant railroads and boat lines to join in rea- 
sonable through rates on classes and/or commodities between the 
Virginia ports, on the one hand, and points in New England and 
trunk line territories, on the other, via the ports of Boston, Provi- 
dence, Philadelphia, New York and Baltimore, such failure de- 
priving water carriers, defendants herein, serving the Virginia 
ports and the other ports named of traffic in violation of section 
500. Ask prescription of differential rates via rail-water routs. (H. 
E. Ketner, State Office Bldg., Richmond, Va.) 


No. 28257, Blackwell Zine Co., New York, N. Y., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
Rate, zinc ore and concentrates, Metaline Falls, Wash., to Black- 

well, Okla., in violation of sections 1 and 3, the undue preference 
alleged being for complainants competitors at Amarillo and Mach- 
ovec, Tex. Asks a rate of $9.35 a net ton now published to com- 
petitors plants to Amarillo and Machovec and to Depue, Howe and 


E. St. Louis, Ill. (Harry C. Ames, 613 Transportation Bldg., Wash- 
ington, D. C.) 


No. 28258, Cincinnati Sheet Metal & Roofing Co., Cincinnati, O., vs. 
Pennsylvania et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges, building battens, iron or steel, 
straight or mixed carloads, Cincinnati, O., to destinations in Ar- 
kansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma and Texas. Asks rates and repara- 
tion. (R. A. Ellison, Neave Bldg., Cincinnati, O.) 


No. 28259, Nueces County Navigation District No. 1, Corpus Christi, 
Tex., vs. Abilene & Southern et al. 

Rates and charges, freight, except cotton, originating at or 
destined to points in Colorado, Kansas, Oklahoma, New Mexico, 
and Texas, and moving in interstate commerce to and from Corpus 
Christi, Beaumont, Galveston, Houston, Texas City, Port Arthur 
and Orange, Tex., and Lake Charles and New Orleans, La., on 
import, export, coastwise and intercoastal traffic moving to or 
from Galveston, Texas City, or Corpus Christi, Tex., in violation 
of sections 1 and 3, the undue preference alleged being for the 
ports of Galveston, Houston, Texas City, Beaumont, Port Arthur, 
and Orange, Tex., and Lake Charles and New Orleans, La. Asks 


reasonable rates. (Byrd Harris, 408 Gugenheim-Cohn Bldg., Corpus 
Christi, Tex.) 


No. 28260, Powell River Co., Ltd., Vancouver, British Columbia, Can- 
ada, vs. Great Northern. 
Rates and charges, newsprint paper, Vancouver, B. C., to Seattle, 
Tacoma and Centralia, Wash., in violation of sections 1, 2 and 3. 
Asks reparation. (Harold S. Foley, Vancouver, B. C.) 


MC C-128, Illinois-Minnesota Motor Carriers’ Conference, Inc., Chicago, 
Ill., vs. Eugene Barton, St. Paul, Minn., et al. 

Rates, all-commodities, between Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., 

on the one hand, and Chicago, Ill., and Milwaukee, Wis., on the 

other, unreasonably low in violation of the motor carrier act. Asks 


reasonable rates. (Franklin R. Overmyer, 111 W. Monroe S&t., 
Chicago, Ill.) 
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Docket of the Commission 





NOTE—items in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have 
been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. New assign- 
ments now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein 
shown will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this docket will be noted elsewhere. 


May 8—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Johnson: 
28231—Walter Verhalen Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
* 1. & S. 4624—Package materials, southwest to west. 


May 8—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 44790, Sub. 2—C. Maughan, Moorhead, Minn., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 93999—G. Visser, Ada, Minn., certificate or permit. 


May 8—Greenville, S. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 131 and 177: 
MC 71737, Sub. 1—H. G. Henson, Spartanburg, S. C., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 89933—Frank Calvin Moon, Greenville, S. C., permit. 


May 8—Hartford, Conn.—State Comm.—Examiner Coyle: 
Ex Parte MC 22—New England motor carrier rates. 


May 8—Knoxville, Tenn.—U. S. Court—Examiner Griffin: 
28175—Rex Jellico Coal Co. et al. vs. L. N. 


May 8—Lansing, Mich.—State Comm.—Examiner Harrison: 
MC 30897—Consolidated Freight Co., Saginaw, Mich., certificate or 
permit. 
MC 35628—Interstate Motor Freight System, Inc., Detroit, certificate. 
MC 94350—Sheldon Driveaway Service, Saginaw, Mich., certificate. 
MC 35628, Sub. 1—Interstate Motor Freight System, Inc., Grand 
Rapids, Mich., certificate to extend operations. 


May 8—Lewiston, Ida.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 49: 
MC 2209, Sub. 1—Clearwater Transportation Co., Lewiston. 
MC 5041, Sub. 1—Gaffney Stage Lines, Orofino, Ida., certificate to 
extend operations. 


May 8—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 60846 and Sub. 1—S. Osmulski, Springfield, N. J., certificate or 
permit and to extend operations. 


May 8—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Clifford: 

MC F-422—Riss & Co., Inc., purchase, Sooner Distributing Co., Inc. 

MC F-833—W. F. Carey et al., control and management, Commercial 
Carriers, Inc., et al. 

MC F-866—United Transports, Inc. (Delaware), consolidation, United 
Transports, Inc. (Missouri) and Hugh Breeding Transport, Inc.; 
R. G. Woods, control and management, United Transports, Inc. 
(Delaware), and Auto Convoy Co. 


May 8—Philadelphia, 
livan: 
MC 89984—A. Bianco, Wilmington, Del., certificate. 
MC 92141—E. F. O'Hara, Philadelphia, Pa., certificate. 
MC 100108—H. Ejidell, Philadelphia, Pa., permit. 


May 8—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 77477—T. R. Monticue, Uniontown, Pa., certificate or permit. 
MC 89903, Sub. 1—Beam & Firestone, Somerset, Pa., permit. 


May 8—Rock Springs, Wyo.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 85: 
MC 29736, Sub. 1—Rains Transportation Co., Pinedale, Wyo., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


May 8 San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 


MC 95481—A. J. Olmo Drayage Co., Inc., San Francisco, Calif., cer- 
tificate. 


May 8—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 48511, Sub. 1—Illmo Trucking Service Co., St. Louis, certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 93517—A. Koskie, St. Louis, permit. 
MC 93527—Polys Service and Transfer, St. Louis, certificate. 


May 8—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Sharp: 
* 27766—Alden Coal Co. et al. vs. C. of N. J. et al. 
May 8—Wichita, Kan.—Broadview Hotel—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 92991—H. H. Larson, Erie, Kan., permit. 
MC 94151—J. F. Schierlman, Cherryvale, Kan., certificate. 


May 9—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
MC 88225, Sub. 1.—Roy R. Reagin, Atlanta, Ga., permit to extend 
operations. 
May 9—Cheyenne, Wyo.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 50: 
MC 89691—F. C. Mazel, Jr., Laramie, Wyo., certificate. 
MC 95742—C. Sawyer, LaGrange, Wyo., permit. 
May 9—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 89350—J. A. Zurn, Callaway, Minn., certificate. 
MC 94126—V. J. Goulet, Argyle, Minn., certificate or permit. 
May 9—Greenville, S. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 177 and 131: 
MC 12161—Baptist Courier Educational Tours, Greenville, license. 
MC 100214, Sub. 1—W. M. Keene, Anderson, S. C., certificate. 
May 9—Lewiston, Ida.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 49: 
MC 28670, Sub. 1—Orofino Transfer Co., Orofino, Ida. 


Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sul- 
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May 9—Philadelphia, 
livan: 
MC 3126, Sub. 1—C. B. Green & Son, Pedricktown, N. J., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 21743, Sub. 2—Tornetta’s Motor Trucks, Conshohocken, Pa., per- 
mit to extend operations. 


May 9—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 74: 

MC 70428, Sub. 1—R. W. Shaffer, Bedford, Pa., 
operations. 

MC 89987—R. F. Whitehill, Somerset, Pa., certificate. 


May 9—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 89876—Alta Freight & Transfer Co., Oakland, Calif., certificate. 


May 9—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Examiner Burns: 
MC 10922—Purple Swan Transportation Co. and Golden Arrow Bus 
Co., St. Louis, certificate. 
MC 93490—Homeyer Brothers, St. Louis, certificate. 


May 9—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Lyle: 
Finance 12356—Application of Bamberger R. R. for authority to pur- 
chase properties of Bamberger Electric in Utah. 
May 9—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Way: 
Fourth section application 17657—Salt cake to southern territory. 


May 9—Wichita, Kan.—Broadview Hotel—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 93234—A. W. Brown, Fort Scott, Kan., certificate or permit. 
MC 94308—G. E. Ledford, La Harpe, Kan., certificate. 


May 10—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 93873—P. E. Tungesvick, Ogema, Minn., certificate or permit. 
MC 93883—Cary Brothers, Flom, Minn., certificate or permit. 


May 10—Greenville, S. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Werner: 
MC 20895—Carolina Transfer Co., Greenville, S. C., certificate or 
permit. 


May 10—Houston, Tex.—Ben Milam Hotel—Examiner Johnson: 
Fourth section application 17655—Green coffee from Texas ports to 
Chicago, Ill. 
May 10—Lewiston, Ida.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bds. 169 and 49: 
MC 22543, Sub. 1—L. F. Arno, Potlatch, Ida., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 29439, Sub. 1—Star Dray and Transfer Co., 
tificate to extend operations. 


May 10—Little Rock, Ark.—State Comm.—Examiner Clifford: 
MC-F 879—Kimbel Lines, Inc., merger, Arkansas-Louisiana Motor 
Freight, Inc. 
May 10—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Jt. Bd. 38: 
MC C-114—Bryant Truck Lines vs. Ira Gray et al. 


May 10—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC. .41108—Fidelity Trucking Co., Newark, N. J., certificate or permit. 
MC 42623—Clerkins Transfer, Inc., New York, certificate or permit. 
MC 89507—Alamo Van Co., New York, certificate. 


May 10—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 200: 
MC 91037—C. J. Hafer, Hagerstown, Md., certificate or permit. 


May 10—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Examiner Croft: 
MC 93694—Rhodes Charter Stages, Berkeley, Calif., certificate. 


May 10—St. Paul, Minn.—State Comm.—Examiner Peterson: 

1. & S. M-658—Groceries from Twin Cities to Fargo and Wahpeton, 

nN. D. 

May 10—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 

27571 and |. & S. 4265—Naval stores from Mississippi to Gulf ports. 
May 10—Wichita, Kan.—Broadview Hotel—Jt. Bd. 180: 

MC 93429—T. Morrison, Fort Scott, Kan., certificate or permit. 

MC 94139—L. S. Weaver, Independence, Kan., certificate. 


May 10—Wilmington, Del.—U. S. Court—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC 41770, Subs. 1 and 2—O. E. O'Neal, Mt. Cuba, Del., certificate 
to extend operations. 


May 11—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Jt. Bd. 157: 
MC 526, Sub. 3—Saint Andrews Bay Transportation Co., 
Ala., certificate to extend operations. 


May 11—Birmingham, Ala.—Thomas Jefferson Hotel—Examiner Griffin: 
Fourth section application 17706—Coal, Alabama to River Junction, 
Fla. 


May 11—Davenport, ia.—U. S. Court—Examiner Burns: 
MC 90055—Anderson Transfer & Storage Co., Clinton, Ia., 
or permit. 
MC 94897—Latta Transfer, Batavia, Ia., certificate. 


May 11—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Examiner Cunningham: 
1. & S. M-659—Foodstuffs from Minneapolis to N. D., minimum 
charges. 


May 11—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 300: 
* MC 3712, Sub. 1—Shafer Transport, Oakes, N. D., 
operations. 


May 11—Fort Worth, Tex.—Hotel Texas—Commissioner Splawn and 
Examiners Carter and Haden: 
Ex Parte 127--Status of public stockyard companies. 


May 11—Lewiston, Ida.—Fed. Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 169: 
MC 100083—Emmett Truck & Transfer, Kendrick, Ida., certificate. 


May 11—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 71992—B. Rand Express Freight Lines, Inc., New York, certificate. 
MC 89439—Jurin Trucking Co., Long Island City, N. Y., permit. 
MC 89464—Votino Bros., New York, certificate. 


May 11—New York, N. Y.—Port Authority—Examiner Armes: 
28212—Eastmen Kodak Co. vs. Alton et al. 


Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sul- 
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May 11—Philadeiphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sul- 
livan: 
MC 8298—Hunter Motor Freight, Inc., Swedesboro, N. J., certificate 
or permit. 
May 11—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 22966, Sub. 1—P. E. Shaffer, New Bethlehem, Pa., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 100071—G. W. Rhoades, Pittsfield, Pa., permit. 


May 11—Powell, Wyo.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Corcoran: 
|. & S. M-610—Handling merchandise orders in Montana and 
Wyoming. 
May 11—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Examiner Croft: 
MC 93438—Fialer’s, Inc., San Francisco, certificate. 
May 11—St. Paul, Minn.—State Comm.—Examiner Peterson: 
1. & S. M-661—Vegetables, fresh, Minn. and N. D. to Twin Cities. 
May 11—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
28041—Carpets and carpeting, official to southern territory. 
1. & S. 4467—Carpeting, official territory to south. 
May 11—Wichita, Kan.—Broadview Hotel—Jt. Bds. 39 and 170: 
MC 71151, Sub. 5—C. E. Jones, Trucks, Wichita, permit to extend 
operations. 
MC 89921—Professor J. E. Angulo Tours, Wichita, certificate. 


May 12—Asheville, N. C.—Battery Park Hotel—Examiner Werner: 
MC 95739 and Sub. 1—Blue Ridge Motor Express, Asheville, N. C., 
certificate and to extend operations. 
May 12—Chicago, I!il.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Rice: 
28168—Masonite Corp. vs. N. O. & N. E. et al. 
28230—Celotex Corp. vs. A. C. & Y. et al. 


May 12—Davenport, la.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 92: 

MC 49883—Boyd Transfer, Burlington, Ia., license. 

MC 92309—Schmidt Transfer, Cedar Rapids, Ia., certificate or permit. 
May 12—Lewiston, Ida.—Fed. Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 169: 


MC 93518—Kendrick-Lewiston Auto Freight, Kendrick, Ida., cer- 
tificate. 


May 12—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Examiner Griffin: 
1. & S. 4600—Coastwise rates between Gulf ports and Texas. 

May 12—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 89575—W. K. Trucking, New York, certificate. 
MC 89480—C. R. Sammis, Somerville, N. J. 


May 12—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sul- 
livan: 


MC 66641—Superior Transportation System, Philadelphia, Pa., cer- 
tificate. 
MC 93459—J. Cannon, Philadelphia, Pa., certificate or permit. 


May 12—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 100009—Ross Trucking Co., Titusville, Pa., permit. 
MC 84501, Sub. 1—Ross Trucking Co., Titusville, Pa., certificate to 
extend operations. 


May 12—Shreveport, La.—Washington Youree Hotel—Examiner John- 
son: 


1. & S. 4607—Switching allowance at Fisher, La. 


May 12—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
28085 and Sub. 1—Haberman Produce Co. vs. P. R. R. 
1. & S. 4507—Deductions in weight for moisture on washed coal. 
MC 6554—Dixie Freight Lines, Inc., common carrier application. 
MC 4378—R. E. Lewis Transfer Co., common carrier application. 


May 12—Wichita, Kan.—Broadview Hotel—Examiner Dawson: 
MC 95468—J. Forsyth, Liberal, Kan., certificate to extend operations. 
1. & S. M-677—Burch Truck Line, rates between Okla. and central 
states. 


May 13—Asheville, N. C.—Battery Park Hotel—Examiner Werner: 
MC 67137—George Freeman, Zirconia, N. C., certificate. 


May 13—Davenport, la.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 92: 
MC 72957—Clinton, Davenport & Muscatine Ry., Davenport, license. 


May 13—Grand Forks, N. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 95805—Royal Transportation, Ltd., Winnipeg, Manitoba, Can., 
certificate. 


May 13—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 59965—Elizabeth-Union-Hillside-Irvington Line, Inc., Newark, N. 
J., certificate or permit. 
May 13—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sul- 
livan: 
MC 89810—S. Wilson, Bridgeton, N. J., certificate. 
May 13—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 84663—Kennedy Transfer Co., DuBois, Pa., certificate. 
May 13—Walla Walla, Wash.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 81: 
MC 14285, Sub. 2—Cloe Trucking Service, The Dalles, Ore. 
MC 44993, Sub. 2—W. G. Leonard, The Dalles, Ore. 


May 15—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Linn: 
MC 73819—Terry Trucking Service, Ottawa, Ill., permit. 
MC 94555—Burnidge Bros., Elgin, Ill., permit. 

May 15—Columbus, Ga.—U. S. Court—Examiner Johnson: 
27624—Columbus Freight Bureau vs. A. B. & C. et al. 

May 15—Davenport, la.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 46: 

MC 93032—F. F. Croegaert, Moline, Ill., permit. 
MC 94483—W. P. Jeffers, Argyle, Ia., certificate. 
May 15—Denver, Colo.—State Comm.—Commissioner Splawn and Ex- 
aminers Carter and Haden: 
Ex Parte 127—Status of public stockyard companies. 
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Have You Read These Books? 


Public Warehouses in Distribution, by John H. Frederick 


Nine chapters analyzing the services of public ware- 
houses in distribution, covering storage and delivery 
services, warehouse receipts, field warehousing, pool car 
distribution, storage in transit, trucking and city deliv- 
ery, flexibility of leased warehouse space, how ware- 
houses solve the branch house problem, and how to 
select public warehouses. 50 cents. 
Industrial Traffic Management, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Thirty-six chapters covering scope of traffic manage- 
ment, training, shipping and receiving, management of 
equipment, rates, rate adjustments, tariffs, routing, 
tracing, expediting, claims, express, parcel post, for- 
eign trade, procedure before I. C. C. and state commis 
sions, federal regulation. Two volumes—75 cents. 
Principles of Freight Traffic, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Sixteen chapters covering railroad freight traffic depart- 
ments, rules of freight classification, principles of rate 
making, tariff construction and interpretation, principles 
of rate structures, analysis of rate structures in freight 
rate territories, and the elements of export and import 
rates. 50 cents. 


Selling Highway Freight Transportation, by Charles E. 
Parks 


Eight chapters covering the effect of regulation on truck 
line merchandising methods, shipping motives, sales 
resistance and how to meet it, suggested techniques for 
personal solicitation, and the most profitable fields for 
selling highway freight transportation. 50 cents. 
Selling Railroad Transportation, by Charles E. Parks 


Ten chapters covering analysis of present selling meth- 
ods, qualifications of railroad salesman, and what he 
should know, four groups of prospects, buying motives, 
analysis of buying process. 50 cents. 


Railroad Organization, Operation and Traffic, by G. Lloyd 
Wilson 


Nineteen chapters covering railroad development, cor- 
porate organization, organization and personnel of traf- 
fic departments, operating departments, roadway and 
structures, rolling stock and equipment, yard and ter- 
minal operation, accounting, solicitation and traffic 
development, special and terminal services, passenger 
services and rates, freight rate making and changing, 
public relations. 50 cents. 


Motor Freight Transportation and Regulation, by G. Lloyd 
Wilson 


Seventeen chapters covering development of motor 
transportation and highways, types of motor freight 
carriers, local and intercity services, principles of freight 
classifications and rate making, regulations governing 
tariffs and schedules, bills of lading and shipping docu- 
ments, liability and insurance, accounting principles, 
analysis of regulation. 50 cents. 


Air Transportation, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Six chapters covering air mail services, the place of air 
express in present day distribution, passenger services, 
the regulation of air transportation by local, state, fed- 
eral and international agencies. Also a seventh chapter 
by Edgar S. Gorrell, President of the Air Transport 
Association of America, which summarizes the status 
of the air line industry of today. 50 cents. 
Traffic Law, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Ten chapters covering duties and liability of carriers, spe- 
cial rates and rebates, claims, embargoes, freight pool- 
ing, payment of freight charges, as governed by the 
interstate commerce act and common law, and as ap- 
plied by the federal courts. 50 cents. 
TRAFFIC WORLD manuals may be ordered at the single copy 
prices listed; any two for 75 cents; three or more, 35 cents 


each; in lots of twenty-five or more, 30 cents each. Postage is 
prepaid. 


Complete Set of All Manuals.........$3.25 


Send remittance with order to 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


418 South Market Street Chicago, Illinois 
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EVERY STEP 


From Start to Finish 


In Both Freight Rate and 


The Traffic 


The Information Regularly Carried in This 





Classification Change 


is Now Promptly Told of 


Bulletin 


Publication Includes the Following: 


wenn Whe 
, Ca + Ga = © es 


Central Freight Association Docket 

Central Freight Association Hearings 

Central Freight Association Coal, Coke & Iron Ore Docket 

Eastern Commodity Rate Revision Committee Hearings 

Illinois Freight Association Docket 

National Diversion and Reconsignment Committee Hearings 

New England Freight Association Docket 

New England Freight Association Hearings 

Southern Freight Association Docket 

Southern Freight Association Dispositions 

Southern Freight Association Coal & Coke Committee Docket 

Southern Ports Foreign Freight Committee Docket 

Southwestern Freight Bureau Docket 

Southwestern Freight Bureau Hearings 

Texas-Louisiana Freight Bureau Docket 

Transcontinental Freight Bureau Applications 

Transcontinental Freight Bureau Dispositions 

Trunk Line Association Docket 

Trunk Line Association Hearings 

Trunk Line Coal & Coke Committee Docket 

Trunk Line Coal & Coke Committee Hearings 

Western Trunk Line Docket 

Western Trunk Line Hearings 

Western Trunk Line Dispositions 

Joint Hearings of Rate Committees 

Fourth Section Applications 

Fourth Section Orders 

Short Notice Applications of Railroads 

Short Notice Permissions, Railroad and Truck 

New Tariffs and Supplements Filed with the I. C. C. by Rail- 

roads and Trucks 

Tariffs Rejected by the I. C. C. 

Investigation and Suspension Orders 

Suspension Orders Vacated 

Released Rate Orders 

Express Tariffs Filed with the I. C. C. 

Air Tariffs 

U. S. Maritime Commission Tariffs 

U. S. Maritime Commission Short Notice Applications 

U. S. Maritime Commission Short Notice Permissions 

U. S. Maritime Suspension Orders 

U. S. Maritime Commission Orders Vacating Suspension 

Tariffs Returned by the Maritime Commission 

Consolidated Classification Docket 

Adoption Notices 

= of Railroads, Trucks, Steamship Lines Filing First 
ari 

Embargo Notices, Modifications and Cancellations 

Intercoastal Steamship Docket 


Samples and full information free on request 
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May 15—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Schutrumpf: 
Finance 12322—Application of Terre Haute Electric Co., Inc., Public 

Service Co. of Ind., and receiver, Indiana R. R., to abandon line 
extending from Terre Haute to Brazil Junction, Ind., etc. 

May 15—Indianapolis, Ind.—U. S. Court—Examiner Schutrumpf: 

* Finance 12321—Application Public Service Co. of Ind., and receiver, 
Indiana R. R., for permission to abandon line extending from Sey- 
mour, Ind., to Louisville, Ky. 


May 15—Mayfield, Ky.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Griffin: 
1. & S. 4573—Tobacco, Ky. and Tenn. to New Orleans and Mobile. 


May 15—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 24221, Sub. 1—Janke Transfer Co., Frazee, Minn. 


May 15—Minot, N. D.—U. S. Court—Examiner Cunningham: 
MC 59681—Dakota Transfer & Storage Co., Minot, certificate or 
permit. 


May 15—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 43600—Art Storage & Moving Co., Inc., Brooklyn, N. Y., cer- 
tificate. 
MC 65486—J. F. Burke, Vernon, N. Y., certificate or permit. 


May 15—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sul- 
livan: 
MC 35463 and MC 52496—-Whinney’s Express, Philadelphia, Pa., cer- 
tificate or permit. 
Ex Parte MC 14—Motor carrier rates in middle Atlantic states. 


May 15—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 22665—M. C. and H. S. Derr, Bellwood, Pa., certificate or permit. 
MC 71222, Sub. 3—W. E. Fuoss, Altoona, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations. 


May 15—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg—Examiner Borroughs: 
1. & S. M-666—Monticue, T. R., commodities in middle Atlantic states. 


May 15—Roanoke, Va.—Patrick Henry Hotel—Examiner Werner: 
MC 63398—Bassett Furniture Trucking Co., Inc., Bassett, Va., cer- 
tificate or permit. 
MC 63417—Blue Ridge Transfer Co., Inc., 
permit. 


May 15—Topeka, Kan.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 4247, Sub. 1—F. H. Holthaus, Seneca, Kan., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 90085—A. E. Atland, Everest, Kan., certificate or permit. 
MC 100085—E. E. Hope, Lawrence, Kan., permit. 


May 15—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
28064—E. A. Keller & Sons et al. vs. Alton et al. 
28105—-Standard Oil Co. of La. vs. A. & S. et al. 


May 15—Walla Walla, Wash.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 169: 
MC 95307—John R. McCoy, Asotin, Wash., certificate. 


May 16—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Naftalin: 
* MC 95462—Reliable Cadillac Lines, Inc., New York, certificate. 
* MC 95463—Royal Cadillac Service, Inc., New York, certificate. 
May 16—Baker, Ore.—City Hall—Jt. Bd. 6: 
MC 90835—Fleming Transfer, Ontario, Ore., certificate or permit. 


May 16—Chicago, II!.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Linn: 

MC 95413—Gibson Transfer, Onarga, IIll., certificate. 

MC 95811—Howard’s Advance Trucking, Chicago, Ill., permit. 
May 16—Davenport, la.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 46: 


MC 93735—A. S. Loveland, Mt. Pleasant, Ia., permit. 
MC 93812—W. H. Turner, West Point, Ia., certificate. 
May 16—Denver, Colo.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 126: 
MC 35661—J. R. Marks Truck Line, Colorado Springs, Colo., cer- 
tificate or permit. 
May 16—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 155 and 72: 
MC 48645, Subs. 3, 4 and 5—Receiver, Indiana R. R., Indianapolis, 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 100255 and Sub. 1—Receiver, Indiana R. R., Indianapolis, cer- 
tificate and to extend operations. 
May 16—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 30718—Broser Bros., Inc., New York, permit. 
MC 37874—H. Dehm, Irvington, N. J., certificate or permit. 


May 16—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sul- 


Galax, Va., certificate or 


livan: 
MC 36992—Apco Transport Co., Bridgeton, N. J., certificate or permit. 
May 16—Providence, R. |.—Public Utilities—Examiner Flood: 


* MC 80558—New London Motor Freight Co., New London, Conn., cer- 
tificate or permit. 
May 16—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Jt. Bd. 7: 
* MC F-889—Virginia Carolina Coach Co., purchase, Safeway Coach Co. 
May 16—Roanoke, Va.—Patrick Henry Hotel—Jt. Bd. 108: 
MC 15052—Roanoke Truck Depot, Roanoke, Va., license. 
MC 19902—Roanoke Public Warehouse, Roanoke, Va., license. 


May 16—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 11807—Coast Line Express, San Luis Obispo, Calif. 
May 16—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
Electric railway 4—Division 215 of Amalgamated Assn. of Street 
Electric Railway and Motor Coach Employes of America vs. C. 
A. & E. 
May 16—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Way: 
Fourth section application 17704—Iron and steel articles to trunk 
line and New England territories. 


May 17—Appleton, Wis.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Rice: 
27684—Wisconsin Distributing Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. et al. 


May 17—Augusta, Ga.—U. S. Court—Examiner Johnson: 
1. & S. 4612—Brick, Johnson City, Tenn., to Carolinas. 
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risen from the waters of San 
Francisco Bay. Where the reefs of 


‘ Yerba Buena Shoals lurked under 


the whitecaps only a few months 
ago now lies the largest island 


ever built by man—a glamorous 


Treasure Island where today the 
nation is guest of the.West. 
International Harvester salutes 


the Golden Gate International - 


Exposition! In our illustration an 
International Six-Wheel Truck 
of the Bureau of Horticulture 
brings up one of the thousands of 
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trees that decorate the frosting 
on the cake that is now being 
served up to millions of visitors 
on the Pacific Coast. 

A glimpse of Paradise, a sum- 
mer’s holiday. And... back home 


...maytherebea Treasurelsland of 


your own—your individual business 
in the sea of modern opportunity! 
If hauling is a part of it, remem- 
ber that tens of thousands of keen 


_ businessmen have solved that part 


with International Trucks. It’s a 
sure formula. They’re engineered 
to last—built for economy. 


INTERNATIONAL HARVESTER COMPANY . 


* 


(INCORPORATED) 


180 North Michigan Avenue 


Chicago, Illinois 


IONAL TRUCKS 
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The fourth annual dinner, under the auspices of the Cen- 
tral and Western passenger associations, of railroad passenger 
traffic men in Chicago will be held at the Hotel Sherman Mon- 
day evening, May 8. C. Wayland Brooks will be the principal 
speaker. There will be a program having to do with the edu- 
cation of railroad representatives in the matter of selling 
tickets. An entertainment program will follow. 

S. R. Moyer has been made general traffic manager, Inter- 
national Salt Company, Inc., and affiliated companies. 

R. F. Bohman, on leave of absence from his position with 
the Heywood-Wakefield Company, Gardner, Mass., has resigned 
as chief traffic officer of the Rutland Railroad Cooperating 
Traffic Association. 

J. H. Sutton has been appointed freight traffic agent, N. C. 
and St. L., at St. Louis, succeeding J. D. Reynolds, transferred. 

H. J. Cartier has been appointed district freight repre- 
sentative, B. and O.-Alton, at Little Rock, Ark., succeeding Milo 
Arbuckle, retired. 

Willard F. Knobeloch, traffic manager, Cotton Belt, has 
been elected chairman of the Southwestern Freight Bureau to 
succeed F. A. Leland, who is retiring June 1 after 31 years 
of service. 

W. H. Hawes has been appointed general agent, D. S. S. 
and Atlantic and Mineral Range railroads with headquarters 
at Detroit. The position of assistant traffic manager has been 
abolished. L. C. Smith has been appointed assistant general 
freight agent at Marquette, Mich. 

E. T. White has been appointed district freight agent, 
Clinchfield Railroad, at Spartanburg, S. C., succeeding B. D. 
Sumner, who died. W. H. Mitchell succeeds Mr. White as 
commercial agent at Atlanta. W. O. Poteat succeeds Mr. 
Mitchell as commercial agent at Johnson City, Tenn. C. S. 
McClure becomes commercial agent at Charlotte, S. C., suc- 
ceeding Mr. Poteat. R. A. Humphlett succeeds Mr. McClure 
as soliciting freight agent at Spartanburg. 

Louis B. Pate, of Mississippi Shipping Company, has been 
nominated for reelection as president of the New Orleans Pro- 
peller Club. Other officers on the slate for re-election include 
E. A. Jimison and C. A. Palmer, both of Lykes Brothers Steam- 
ship Company, as vice-president and treasurer, respectively, 
and H. R. Iley, of Marine Paint and Varnish Company, secre- 
tary. 

The appointments of F. S. Baird and C. F. Keeley, now 
assistant general freight agents, at Roanoke, as assistant freight 
traffic managers, and the creation of three additional general 
freight agents in the freight traffic department of the Norfolk 
and Western Railway, effective May 1, have been announced 
by George Dunglinson, Jr., vice-president in charge of traffic. 
The new general freight agents are H. D. Wilkerson, now as- 
sistant general freight agent at Columbus, Ohio, who will con- 
tinue offices in that city; E. M. Dudley, now general western 
freight agent at Chicago, and S. S. Hosp, general agent at 
Pittsburgh, both of whom will establish offices in Roanoke. 
J. R. Cutright, of Roanoke, commerce agent, has been ap- 
pointed to fill a newly created post of assistant general freight 
agent, with office at Roanoke. The position of assistant gen- 
eral freight agent at Columbus, Ohio, held by Mr. Wilkerson, 
is abolished. R. F. Dickson becomes general agent at Pitts- 
burg. E. J. Merkel has been made general western freight 
agent at Chicago. C. E. Payne succeeds Mr. Merkel as com- 
mercial agent, Louisville. J. W. Russell succeeds Mr. Payne 
as soliciting freight agent at Louisville. C. H. Sheffield is 
appointed commercial agent at Birmingham, Ala., to succeed 
Mr. Dickson. C. M. Francis succeeds Mr. Sheffield as com- 
mercial agent at Knoxville, Tenn. T. R. Jarnagin becomes 
traveling freight agent at Knoxville to succeed Mr. Francis. 

R. L. Crusen has been appointed general agent, freight 
department, Wabash Railway, at Peoria, to succeed C. T. Chap- 
man, retiring after 48 years of service. B. K. Groseclose suc- 
ceeds Mr. Crusen as traveling freight and passenger agent at 
Seattle. J. F. Hart is appointed general agent, passenger 
department, at New York. 

James P. Ahearn is appointed district dairy agent, Nickel 
Plate-Lackawanna Dairy Line, at Kansas City, to succeed A. W. 
Vanderpoel, promoted. J. M. O’Donnell is appointed district 
dairy agent at New York to succeed Mr. Ahearn. 

H. W. Ansell, traffic manager, Utah-Idaho Sugar Com- 
pany, Salt Lake City, has been made also assistant to J. W. 
Timpson, sales manager. He is secretary of the Central West- 
ern Shippers Advisory Board and a past president of the Traffic 
Club of Salt Lake City. 
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Changes in the traffic department of the Pennsylvania 
Railroad, effective May 1, have been announced. Albert P. 
Hickcox, now assistant freight claim agent at Philadelphia, 
becomes freight claim agent, succeeding Henry J. Freeman, who 
retires under pension regulations after forty-five years of serv- 
ice. William L. Klink, district passenger agent in the office 
of the passenger traffic manger at Philadelphia, becomes divi- 
sion passenger agent at Harrisburg, filling the vacancy caused 
by the death of N. S. Longaker. In the operating department 
George S. West, general superintendent of the southwestern 
division of the Pennsylvania, with headquarters in Indianapolis, 
is advanced to general superintendent of the Central Pennsyl- 
vania division, with headquarters in Williamsport, Pa. He 
succeeds H. H. Garrigues, who is promoted from general 
superintendent of the Central Pennsylvania division to chief 
engineer of maintenance of way, Eastern Region, with head- 
quarters in Philadelphia. W. T. Covert, at present chief en- 
gineer of maintenance of way, Eastern Region, becomes as- 
sistant chief engineer of the system. Succeeding Mr. West at 
Indianapolis is Paul E. Feucht, now superintendent of pas- 
senger transportation, Eastern Region, with headquarters in 
Philadelphia. H. L. Nancarrow, superintendent of the Buffalo 
division, takes Mr. Feucht’s place. J. S. Gillum, superintend- 
ent of the Monongahela division, succeeds Mr. Nancarrow. 
P. W. Neff, trainmaster of the Columbus division, succeeds Mr. 
Gillum. 

W. H. Gollings, commercial agent, Chicago, American Car- 
loading Corporation, has been appointed manager at St. Louis. 
N. E. Dunn, office manager at St. Louis, has been made general 
agent there. 

Earl R. Wathen has been appointed assistant general 
freight agent of the Inter-State Motor Freight System at Day- 
ton, O. 

C. L. Brockett has been appointed supervisor of contracts, 
Rock Island Railroad. He is succeeded as chief clerk to the 
chief operating officer by Oscar Swanson, formerly secretary 
to the chief operating officer. 

A dinner dance and reception to graduates will be given 
by the Alumni Association of the Traffic Managers Institute of 
New York at the George Washington Hotel May 13. 

B. J. Roggenbuck has been appointed traffic manager of 
the Wilson and Bennett Manufacturing Company, Chicago. 

J. W. E. Trefz has been appointed assistant general freight 
agent, C. R. I. and P., at Denver. F. H. Faus becomes special 
representative at Denver. L. B. Hall succeeds Mr. Trefz as 
general agent at Phoenix. J. S. McCormick becomes perish- 
able freight representative at Los Angeles to succeed Mr. Hall. 
H. N. Lile succeeds Mr. McCormick as district freight agent 
at Santa Barbara, Calif. W. J. Ford is appointed general 
freight agent, Chicago, in charge of solicitation with jurisdic- 
tion over territory east of the Missouri River and west of Lake 
Michigan and the Indiana-Illinois state line (except St. Louis 
and Milwaukee territories). J. L. McVay, general freight 
agent, Chicago, will have jurisdiction over solicitation in terri- 
tory east of Chicago and Illinois-Indiana state line, including 
Milwaukee territory. The position of assistant general freight 
agent, Chicago, held by J. Merrow, Jr., who died, is abolished. 
J. O. Younger becomes general agent at New Orleans to suc- 
ceed Mr. Ford, and J. V. Sessums commercial agent at Little 
Rock to succed Mr. Younger. 


H. F. Markwalter, formerly vice-president of the Colom- 
bian Steamship Company, has been elected vice-president of 
the AGWT lines. 

The Railroad Club of Chicago will make a “railfan tour” 
to St. Louis, May 19-21. 

J. B. Brantley has been appointed assistant vice-president, 
Atlantic Coast Line. 








May 17—Bismarck, N. D.—State Capitol—Jt. Bd. 84: 
MC 89584—G. R. Wosepka, Sentinel Butte, N. D. 
May 17—Boise, Ida.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 49: 


MC 38909, Sub. 1—Oscar Chaney, Boise, Ida., certificate to extend 
operations. 


MC 92097—Charles A. Rambo, Midvale, Ida., certificate. 
May 17—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Naftalin: 
* MC 93933—Pupino Brothers, Ozone Park, N. Y., certificate. 
May 17—Chicago, Ill.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 27881—Chicago-St. Louis Transfer Co., Springfield, Ill., certif- 
icate or permit. 
May 17—Davenport, la.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 54: 
MC 95064—Berger Coal & Express, East Moline, Ill., certificate or 
permit. 
MC 95282—J. P. Rosenthal Coal-Ice-Transfer Co., Rock Island, IIL, 
certificate. 
May 17—Greensboro, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 


1. & S. M-678—Cotton piece goods, Ga. and S. C. to Mass., N. J. and 
os oe 
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May 17—Jackson, Miss.—Robert E. Lee Hotel—Examiner Mohundro: 
* 28051—Increases in Mississippi freight rates and charges. 


May 17—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Dawson: 
MC 665—Howell Commission Co., Van Buren, Ark. 
1. & S. M-665—Knaus Truck Lines, rates between Ill., Kan. and Mo. 


May 17—Lakeland, Fla.—City Hall—Examiner Sharp: 

24984—-Growers and Shippers League of Florida et al. vs. A. C. L. 
et al. 

27776 and Sub. 1—F. M. Gaissert et al. vs. A. B. & C. 

27809—Gentile Bros. Co. et al. vs. A. & R. et al. 

27824 and 27827—Kroger Grocery & Baking Co. vs. A. B. & C. et al. 

27665 and Subs. 1 to 10, incl.—La Mantia Bros. Arrigo Co. et al. vs. 
A. da OF: al, 

27760—Dr. P. Philips Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. et al. 

27847—-Atlantic Commission Co. vs. A. C. L. et al. 

27894—-Estate of J. E. Corcoran et al. vs. A. B. & C. et al. 

27922—-John Bolone Lafate et al. vs. P. M. et al. 

28126—Caruso & Cohen, Inc., et al. vs. A. B. & C. et al. 


May 17—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 89965—D. Steinberg & Bros., New York, certificate. 
MC 89981—J. Ferrea & Co., Inc., New York, certificate. 


May 17—Norfolk, Va.—Hoiel Monticello—Examiner Higgins: 
* MC F-886—L. G. Hogshire, control N. B. & C. Motor Lines, Inc. 
May 17—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sul- 
livan: 
MC 89881—C. N. Rice, Yeadon, Pa., permit. 
MC 18552—M. Hossack, Philadelphia, license. 
May 17—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 19543—New York and Western Despatch, Inc., Pittsburgh, com- 
mon carrier application. 
MC 20231—H. A. Lawhead and R. W. Judy, Pittsburgh, common car- 
rier application. 


May 17—Providence, R. |.—Post Office—Examiner Flood: 
* MC 64501—United Transportation Co. of R. I., Providence, certificate 
or permit. 


May 17—Roanoke, Va.—Patrick Henry Hotel—Examiner Werner: 
MC 27765—H. L. Houff, Weyers Cave, Va., certificate or permit. 
MC 32620—H. M. Turner Trucking Corporation, Martinsville, Va., 
certificate or permit. 


May 17—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 94810—Burlingame and San Mateo Moving and Storage Co., Bur- 
lingame, Calif., certificate. 
May 17—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
1. & S. 4419—Sioux City Terminal switching. 
27899—-Cudahy Packing Co. et al. vs. Sioux City Terminal et al. 
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May 17—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
1. & S. 4618—Ex-lake grain to north Atlantic ports. 
May 17—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Lyle: 
* Finance 12328—Application of receivers, S. A. L., for authority to 
operate a portion of St. Marks branch in Wakulla county, Fla. 
May 18—Bismarck, N. D.—State Capitol—Jt. Bd. 300: 
MC 29574, Sub. 2—Theel Brothers Rapid Transit, Rolla, N. D., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
May 18—Bismarck, N. D.—State Capitol—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 29574, Sub. 1—Theel Bros. Rapid Transit, Rolla, N. D., certificate 
to extend operations. 
May 18—Boise, Ida.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 49: 
MC 46747, Sub. 2—N. K. Alexander, Emmett, Ida., certificate, to 
extend operations. 
May 18—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Naftalin: 
* MC 93404 and Sub. 1—Carl’s Transportation Co., Ltd., Montreal, Que., 
Can., certificate and to extend operations. 
May 18—Chicago, IIIl.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 13: 
MC C-115—Hill-Clarke Machinery Co. vs. Webber Cartage Line of 
Waukegan, IIl. 
May 18—Davenport, la.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 54: 
MC 89816—L. Wolbers, Bernard, Ia., certificate. 
MC 93382—C. D. Boshart, Wayland, Ia., certificate. 


May 18—Denver, Colo.—State Comm.—Examiner Corcoran: 
|. & S. M-657—Freight, all kinds, between Denver and Wyoming. 
1. & S. M-657, 1st Sup.—Freight, all kinds, between Denver and 
Wyoming. 
May 18—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Jt. Bds. 178, 43 and 36: 
MC C-109 and Subs. 1 and 2—Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff 
Bureau, Inc., vs. Weinland Truck Line et al. 


May 18—McKinney, Tex.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Schutrumpf: 
Finance 12306—Application of L. A. & T. for permission to abandon 
that portion of its line extending from Valuation Mile Post 728.66, 

west of Farmersville to end of its track at McKinney, Tex. 


May 18—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 90955—M. Goldstein, Brooklyn, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 90094—W. J. Aylewerd, New York, certificate. 
MC 90427—Certified Moving & Storage Co., Inc., New York, cer- 
tificate or permit. 
May 18—Philadeilphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sul- 
livan: 
MC 2111—Bruno Brothers, Norristown, Pa., certificate or permit. 
May 18—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 89048—G. T. Shriver, Waynesburg, Pa., common carrier applica- 
tion. 








GALVESTON ...-.-.- 


IS THE IDEAL PORT FOR EXPORTS, IMPORTS AND 


COASTWISE TRAFFIC . 


MORE THAN SIXTY STEAMSHIP LINES OPERATING 
TO PRINCIPAL PORTS OF THE WORLD 


FAST SERVICE 


AND 


Geo. Sealey, Pres. 
(Kansas City Office: 





QUICK DISPATCH 


GALVESTON WHARF COMPANY 


434 Board of Trade Bldg.) 


F. W. Parker, V. P. & G. M. 
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GEORGE WILLIAMS 
General Traffic Manager 
Denver, Colorado 
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Albany—D & H Building 
Philadelphie—The Bourse 
Norfolk—111 E. Plume Street 
Baltimore—Keyser Building 
Boston—33 Broad Street 


P. O. Box 1612 





QUAKER LINE 


and 


CALIFORNIA EASTERN LINE 


Coast to Coast Services 


Albany, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Norfolk, 
Newport News, Savannah, Jacksonville, Cristobal 


and 


San Diego, Los Angeles, San Francisco, Oakland, Stockton, Sacramento, 
Portland, Seattle and Tecoma 


DAWNIC STEAMSHIP CORP. 


General Eastern Agents 
17 Battery Place, New York 


Chicago—327 S. LaSalle St. 
Pittsburgh—Guilf Bidg. 
Detroit—General Motors Bidg. 
Savannah—Cotton Exchange Bldg. 
Jacksonville—P. O. Box 1866 





PORT OF TACOMA 


MUNICIPAL TERMINAL 


Where more vessels berth than 
at any other single Terminal in 


the Pacific Northwest. 
— INVESTIGATE — 


TACOMA, WASHINGTON 


Cable **Portacoma’”’ 





FASTEST 
INTERCOARSTAL 
FREIGHT 
SERVICE 







EVERY SATURDAY FROM NEW YORK 











BALTIMORE TRUST BLDG., BALTIMORE, MD. 








(Westbound) 
EVERY ee ee FAST TRANSHIPMENT e THROUGH 
RATES TO OTHER PACIFIC COAST 
EVERY SATURDAY FROM SAN FRANCISCO PORTS. 
(Eastbound) PASSENGER AND MAIL STEAMERS. 
EVERY MONDAY FROM LOS ANGELES REFRIGERATION FOR ALL CLASSES 
(Eastbound) 


OF PERISHABLES. 


PANAMA PACIFIC LINE 


ONE BROADWAY, NEW YORK, N. Y. 665 MARKET STREET, SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF. 


715 W.7TH STREET, LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 
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May 18—Providence, R. 1.—Post Office—Examiner Flood: 

* MC 100061—L. Quigley, Mapleville, R. I., certificate. 

May 18—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 

Electric railway 7—Status of C. S. S. & S. B., under railroad retire- 

ment act of 1937, and under carriers taxing act of 1937. 

May 19—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 42 and Examiner 
Naftalin: 

* MC 35229 and Sub. 1—W. W. Krautter, Inc., Maplewood, N. J., cer- 
tificate or permit and to extend operations. 


May 19—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Linn: | 
1. & S. M-654—Iron and steel articles, manufactured, in Ill., Ind., | 
Ia. and Pa. 


May 19—Davenport, la.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 54: 
MC 92235—D. Roth, Olds, Ia., certificate. 
MC 93033—I. DeLang Transportation System, Burlington, Ia., cer- 
tificate. 
May 19—Denver, Colo.—State Comm.—Examiner Corcoran: 
1. & S. M-679—Commodities between Colorado and the east. 

May 19—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Comm.—Examiner Garofalo: 

MC 87546—Kramer’s Motor Service & Storage, York, Pa., certifictae 
or permit. 

May 19—Kenova, W. Va.—Glenwood Inn—Jt. Bd. 62: 

* MC F-849—Transohio Motor Freight, Inc., purchase, R. O. Zuhars. 

May 19—Minneapolis, Minn.—Nicollet Hotel—Examiner Rice: 

1. & S. 4591—Switching at Minneapolis, Minn. 

May 19—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St., Examiner Kephart: 
MC 92807—Nyack Parcel Delivery, Nyack, N. Y., certificate or permit. 
MC 92959—L. Jagel, Brooklyn, N. Y., permit. 

MC 93023—J. Santini & Bros., Inc., New York, certificate. 
May 19—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sul- 
livan: 
MC 2249—Salem Express, Salem, N. J., certificate or permit. 
May 19—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—J. E. Davey: 
* MC-F 861—Northern Trails, Inc., purchase, Safeway Lines, Inc. 


POSTAL RECEIPTS INCREASE 


Postmaster General Farley has announced that postal 
receipts for March were higher than for any previous March 
in the history of postal service. The March receipts, which 
amounted to $66,289,470, exceeded by more than a million 
dollars the former record March of 1937, and the Postmaster 
General pointed out that it was interesting to note that the 1939 
March receipts were greater than for the entire twelve months 
of the fiscal year 1891. 

At the same time, the Postmaster General revealed that 
postal revenues for the first nine months of the current fiscal 
year totaled $561,532,197, likewise an all-time high for this 
period. 

In making public these figures, Mr. Farley stated that they 
confirmed previous announcements of record postal activity as 
a true index of the continued upswing in business and industry, 
a fact which was further emphasized by a marked increase in 
the current year in permit postage sales, which were now 
running eleven million dollars ahead of last year. 
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CHANGES IN DOCKET 

Hearing in MC 89746, assigned for May 4, at Lansing, Mich., was 
cancelled. 

Hearing in MC 84404, Sub. 2, assigned for May 5, at Columbia, 
S. C., was cancelled. 

Hearing in MC 39222, Sub. 1, assigned for May 2, at St. Louis, 
Mo., was cancelled. 

Hearing in 28203, assigned for May 5, at Syracuse, N. Y., was 
cancelled. 

Hearing in MC 74618 and Sub. 1, assigned for May 4, at Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., was postponed to a date to be fixed. 


Complete details on documentation, consular regula- 





tions, and shipping procedure to every country and 
political subdivision in the world. 1800 pages of exact 







information on export shipping. A standard service 
which has been saving export traffic men, time, 
trouble and mistakes for 35 years. 











Descriptive circular mailed on request 


EXPORTERS’ ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


20 Vesey Street New York 









eee ot CT eR 


May 6, 1939 





The Traffic World 


PAGE 1045 


Guide to Merchandise and Cold Storage 
Warehouses in Key Distribution Areas 


(Published monthly in the first issue of each calendar month) 


This Guide has been designed to provide 
traffic and sales managers with conveniently 
organized information about the merchandise 
and cold storage warehouses in the principal 
distribution centers of the country. 


Admission of an advertiser to this Guide 
means: 


1. That the company operates a warehouse 
that specializes in serving the needs of 
large industrial shippers. 


2. That information is kept up-to-date— 
provision has been made for the correc- 
tion of data each month. 


3. That the advertisers have been carefully 
investigated. 


While every reasonable precaution has been 
taken—including the checking of bank and 
other references—to restrict the advertisers in 
this Guide to companies known for their in- 





tegrity, THE TRAFFIC WORLD assumes 
no responsibility for dealings or service. 
It requests, however, that any misrepre- 
sentation or unsatisfactory experiences, 
should they arise, be reported. 


Symbols and Abbreviations: Copy has 
been kept free from any except standard 
abbreviations. Four symbols are used to 
indicate types of warehousing facilities: 


* Merchandise warehouse 
O Cold storage warehouse 
Both a cold storage and merchandise 
warehouse 
D Water dock facilities 


If no address is shown under the heading 
**Facilities,’’ the location of the warehouse is 
the same as that shown for the office. In case 
the facilities consist of several units, the loca- 
tion of each unit is usually shown. 


INDEX 


Insurance rates: The rate shown is the 
lowest charge per $100 per year—100% cov- 
erage unless otherwise specified. 


Floor Load: Data indicates range of 
weight capacities in pounds per square foot. 


Map of Key Distribution Areas: This 
Guide has been designed to serve as a basic 
source of data to be used in connection with 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD Distribution Map. 


Details regarding the facilities of Ware- 
houses listed on the margins of the Distribu- 
tion Map may be found by turning directly 
to the Guide. Warehouses are arran 
alphabetically by states and cities. 

Use this Guide as an Index to Your 
Warehouse Files: Since this Guide is re- 
stricted to warehouses that specialize in serv- 
ing major shippers, it becomes an automatic 
index to your warehouse reference files. The 
inclusion of basic data in every listing makes 
possible effective preliminary selections. 





CALIFORNIA 
LOS ANGELES—Page 2 


California Warehouse Co. 
Metropolitan Warehouse Co. 
sOverland Terminal Whse. Co. 
Star Truck & Warehouse Co. 
Westland Warehouses, Inc. 
SAN FRANCISCO—Page 2 


San Francisco Warehouse Co. 


COLORADO 
DENVER—Page 2 
The Weicker Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


WASHINGTON—Page 2 


Terminal Refrg. & Whsg. Corp. 
Terminal Stge, Co. of Wash. 


ILLINOIS 
CHICAGO—Pages 2-3 


éCrooks Terminal Warehouses 
Midland Warehouses, Inc. 
éNorth Pier Terminal Co. 
Seng Waterway Warehouse Co. 
Soo Terminal Warehouse 
Wakem & McLaughlin, Inc. 
Western Warehousing Co. 


INDIANA 


EVANSVILLE—Page 3 
Mead Johnson Terminal Corp. 


HAMMOND—Page 3 


Great Lakes Warehouse Corp. 
Welsh Bros. 


INDIANAPOLIS—Page 3 
Henry Coburn Stge. & Whse. Co. 
SOUTH BEND—Page 3 
Grand Trunk Terminal Whse. Co. 


IOWA 


WATERLOO—Page 4 
lowa Warehouse Co. 


KENTUCKY 


LEXINGTON—Page 4 
Union Transfer & Storage Co. 


LOUISVILLE—Page 4 
Louisville Public Warehouse Co. 


LOUISIANA 


NEW ORLEANS—Page 4 


Bienville Warehouses Corp. 
Commercial Terminal Warehouse Co. 
Standard Warehouse Co., Inc. 


MARYLAND 


BALTIMORE—Page 4 
Camden Warehouses 
Terminal Whse. Co. of Baltimore 


MASSACHUSETTS 


BOSTON—Page 4 
Hoosac Storage & Warehouse Co. 
@Merchants Warehouse Co. 


SPRINGFIELD—Page 4 


Atlantic States Whse. & C. S. Corp. 


MICHIGAN 
DETROIT—Page 4 


Commercial Warehouse 


LANSING—Page 4 
Fireproof Storage Co. 


MINNESOTA 
MINNEAPOLIS—Page 4 


Colonial Warehouses, Inc. 


MISSOURI 


KANSAS CITY—Page 4-5 
Adams Transfer & Storage Co. 
Central Storage Co. 

éCrooks Terminal Warehouses 
Merchandise Warehouses, Inc. 
ST. LOUIS—Page 5 
Central Terminal Co. 
Rutger St. Warehouse, Inc. 
St. Louis Terminal Warehouse Co. 


NEW JERSEY 
CAMDEN—Page 5 


Camden Marine Terminals 


ELIZABETH 
¢Bayway Terminal Corp. 


JERSEY CITY—Page 5 


Lackawanna Terminal Warehouses 


NEWARK—Page 5 
Lehigh Whse. & Trans. Co., Inc. 
@Newark Tidewater Terminal 


NEW YORK 


BUFFALO—Page 5 
¢Keystone Warehouse Co. 
The Lederer Term. Whse. Co., Inc. 
NEW YORK—Page 5 
Baltimore & Ohio Stores, Inc. 
ROCHESTER—Page 5 
B. R. & P. Warehouse, Inc. 


NORTH CAROLINA 


RALEIGH—Page 5 
Carolina Storage & Distributing Co. 


OHIO 
AKRON—Page 6 
Cotter City View Storage Co. 
CINCINNATI—Page 6 
The Baltimore & Ohio Whse. Co. 


Cincinnati Merchandise Whses., Inc. 
CLEVELAND—Page 6 

Britten Terminal, Inc. 

Greeley-General Warehouse Co. 

The Lederer Term. Whse. Co. 

National Terminals Corp. 

The Otis Terminal Warehouse Co. 
COLUMBUS—Page 6 

The Columbus Terminal Whse. Co. 

TOLEDO—Page 6 


Great Lakes Terminal Warehouse Co. 


OKLAHOMA 
OKLAHOMA CITY—Page 6 
The Public Warehouse Co., Inc. 
TULSA—Page 6 


Tulsa Terminal Warehouse Co. 


OREGON 


PORTLAND—Page 7 
Manning Warehouse & Transfer Co. 


PENNSYLVANIA 
PHILADELPHIA—Page 7 
@Merchants Warehouse Co. 
Pennsylvania Whsg. & Safe Dep. Co. 
Philadelphia Piers, Inc. 
Terminal Warehouse Co. 


PITTSBURGH—Page 7 
Kirby Transfer & Storage Co. 


DISPLAY ADVERTISERS 


4 
é 


See display advertising in other issues—no Guide listing. 
See Guide listing in this issue—also display advertising in other issues. 





SOUTH DAKOTA 
SIOUX FALLS—Page 7 
Wilson Storage and Transfer Co. 


TENNESSEE 


MEMPHIS—Page 7 


John H. Poston Storage Warehouses 
United Warehouse & ay Corp. 


NASHVILLE—Page 7 


Bond, Chadwell Co. 
Nashville Warehousing Co. 


TEXAS 


DALLAS—Page 7 
The Dallas Trans. & Term. Whse. Co. 
Koon-McNatt Storage Co. 
FORT WORTH—Page 7 
Texas & Pacific Terminal Whse. Co. 
HOUSTON—Page 8 


Houston Term. Whse. & C. S. Co. 
Patrick Transfer & Storage Co. 

Universal Terminal Warehouse Co. 
Wald Transfer & Storage Co., Inc. 


UTAH 
OGDEN—Page 8 
Western Gateway Storage Co. 


SALT LAKE CITY—Page 8 
Security Storage & Commission Co. 


VIRGINIA 
NORFOLK 
@Norfolk Tidewater Terminals 
RICHMOND—Page 8 
Brooks Transfer & Storage Co., Inc. 


ROANOKE—Page 8 
Roanoke Public Warehouse 


WASHINGTON 
SEATTLE—Page 8 
Taylor Edwards Whse. & Transfer Co. 
TACOMA—Page 8 
Pacific Storage Whse. & Dist. Co. 


WISCONSIN 
MILWAUKEE—Page 8 


Atlas Storage Co. 

Hansen Storage Co. 
National Terminals Corp. 
National Warehouse Corp. 
Terminal Storage Co. 


CANADIAN SECTION 


QUEBEC 
MONTREAL—Page 8 
St. Lawrence Warehouse, Inc. 
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LOS ANGELES 
California Warehouse Co. 


Established 1915 
W. E. Fessenden 1248 Wholesale St. 
Owner and Manager Tel.— Trinity 2211 
FACILITIES: 130,000 sq. ft. steel-concrete const. 
Sprinklered throughout. A.D.T. sys. Ins. rate 
Po 6 car siding on Santa Fe: free switch. 
Motor truck plat. 16 truck capacity. 
SERVICES: Pool car distribution. Operating own 
delivery system—City and L. A. Harbor. Tem- 
perature controlled basement storage. Office 
space available. Free parking—convenient and 
non-congested district. 


ASSOCIATIONS: A.W.A. Amer. Chain of Whses. 














———— LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 
Metropolitan Warehouse Company 


Established 1924 


H. B. Safford 1340-56 East Sixth St. 
President (Tel.—Trinity 9861) 
FACILITIES—270,000 sq. ft.; Fireproof, reinforced 
concrete const.; Sprinkler _sys.; A. D. T. alarm 
eo. Ins. rate, 11.7. Siding on A. T. & S. F. 

capacity, 18 cars; free switching. Motor truck 
a capacity, 26 trucks; sheltered. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Pool car distributors. 
Motor transport service available. Space for 
lease: Storage; Office. 


REPRESENTED BY—Allied Distribution, Inc. 


Incorporated 





—— LOS ANGELES, CALIF.———. 
Overland Terminal Warehouse Co. 
Established 1931 


Gordon Ross 
Manager 


Incorporated 


1807 E. Olympic Blvd. 
(Tel.—Trinity 1146) 


FACILITIES—426,393 sq. ft.; Piceet. steel and 
concrete const.; Floor load, 250 Ibs.; Sprink. sys.; 
A. D. T. Ins. rate, 10.8c. Siding on Un. Pac.: 
cap., 25 cars; free switching of competitive traffic. 
Sheltered Motor Plat., 22 truck doors. 

SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U. S. Customs. 
Pool car dist. Motor transport service. Cool 
Rooms—cheese, dates, nuts (32-40°); other com- 
modities at 41° up. Cand storage. Display rooms 
and offices—convenient to business district. 
ASSOCIATED with Crooks Terminal Ware- 


houses, Inc., Chicago, Kansas City and New York. 
Watch Display Advertisements on Back Covers! 











LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 
Star Truck & Warehouse Company 


Established 1893 
H. Halverson 1855 Industrial St. 
anager (Tel.—Mutual 9141) 


FACILITIES—250,000 sq. ft.; Fireproof, reinfd. con- 
es comets eed load, 250-600 Ibs.; Sprink. sys.;: 













Incorporated 


— Ins. rate, 11.7c (90%). 
Siaing 2 on A. T. S. F.; cap., 15 cars; free switch. 
SERVICE FEATURES ‘Liconeed, Calif. R. R. 


Com. Pool car dist.; Motor term. Very cool 
basement for B pom etc. Specialize in drugs. 
toiletries, canned goods, electrical appliances. 

REPRESENTED Gr penne Service, Inc. 





Pay 85% of Annual 
Railroad Freight Bill 


TRAFFIC WORLD ss shipper-subscribers 
pay 85% of the annual railroad freight bill 
and ship nearly 24 of the total tonnage 
carried by railways, trucks and domestic 
water lines. 


The Traffic World | Guide to Merchandise and Cold Storage Warehouses 
CALIF.— COLO.— DIST. OF COL.— ILL. 















LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 


Westland Warehouses, Inc. 
Established 1923 
LeRoy D. Owen * 4814 Loma Vista Ave. 
Vice-President et —Lafayette 1101) 
FACILITIES—Prop. leased. 362,668 sq. ft. Fire- 
roof, reinf. conc. Floor load 250 Ibs. ee. 
oy yon Ins. Ic permo. Siding: L. A. Junc. 
i A. T. &S. F., S. P., U.P. 
and P. E. Truck platf. 50 he a 
SPECIAL SERVICES—Bonded: pmo Pool 
cars. Stge. and off. space lease. mot. transp. 
to So. Calif. points. Free pickup. RI RESENTED 
BY—J. P. Reinhold, 38 Dearborn, wad 
ASSNS.—A.W.A.. C.W.A.. L.A.W.A., M.T.A.S.C 











SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF. 
San Francisco Warehouse Company 


Established 1899 +. Incorporated 
Henry F. Hiller 647 Third St. 
President (Tel.—Sutter 3461) 


FACILITIES—(1) Continental Warehouses, 625 
ird St.; (2) Golden Gate Warehouses, 

Battery St.—325,000 sq. ft.; Slow burning, mill and 
brick construc.; Elec. fire detection sys. (3) Security 
Warehouses, Spear & Folsom 

Ins. rate 26c Fumigation. , Sidings. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Warehousing. Draying. 
Liquor storage and bottling. Pool car distribution. 
REPRESENTED BY—Distribution Service, Inc. 








DENVER, COLO. 
The Weicker Transfer & Storage Company 


Established 1899 Incorporated 


R. V. Weicker — 1700 Fifteenth St. 
President (Tel.—MA 3221) 
FACILITIES—250,000 sq. ft. Fireproof and mill 
construction, sprinkler system. Insurance rate 10.5c. 
Free switching from all railroads. 
SERVICE a RES—U. S. Customs and Internal 
Revenue. warehouse—merchandise and 
household goode—Pool car distribution—Motor 
aa terminal—State wide motor freight service 


REPRESENTED BY—Dist. Service; Am. Chait of Whses. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A.W.A.; Colo. Tir. & Whsemen’s Assn. 





WASHINGTON, D. Cc. 
Terminal Refrigerating & Warehousing Corp. 


Established 1870 
Jerry P. Johnson 4th and D Sts., S. W. 
Secretary (Tel.—National 9515, 
FACILITIES (1) 4th & D Sts., S. W., cold and 
mdse; 260,000 sq. ft. Floor load 450 Ibs. Ins. ay od 
33.3c, cold, —o s R. R., 6 + ‘. 
JS. AL. A.C "RES 











switch. Sou. ~C. & 
P.R.R. ay lith at E ‘Sia. 8 , cold = Floor 
load 400 Ibs. Ins. 19.7c. bg Some ewned; Brick 
and conc.; alarm; oe Poca oo 24 trucks. 
pha a cars. 2,500,000 cu. ft. cold stge. 
PRESENTED BY—American Chain hses. 
ASSOCIATION —-. W. A. (Cold and Mdse. Div.) 
















WASHINGTON, D. C. 
The Terminal Storage Company of Washington 


Established 1903 Incorporated 


W. E. Ed First & K Sts.,N. E. 
Sapustediondiont * (Tel. — 


FACILITIES—10 buildings, 243,000 sq. ft. of which 
.000 sq. ft. is of fireproof construction. Private 
ne Floor load 25 Ibs. Sidings, 
R. R.; aed 20 cars; Motor platform— 


Ro tru 
Capac E FEATURES- Pool car distributors. 


Local cartage. Spa 
ASSOCIATION—A \ ws - Mise. ). 


Picked Warehouses From 
The Traffic World 


**Business conditions were such in the last few 


months that we had to use public storage. We 
picked warehouses that were advertised in Tue 
Trarric Wortp'’—Traffic Manager, Flour Mill. 


NOTE:—This company is at present using warehouses in 
more than 40 cities. 
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Crooks Terminal Warehouses 


Established 1913 > 4 D Incorporated 


V. M. Kolly 5967 W. Sixty-fifth St. 
Vice-Pres. (Tel.—Republic 3700) 
New York Office 
George G. Roddy 271 Madison Ave. 

































South Side Warehouses—On the Belt Ry. of Chicago 
adjacent to the Great Clearing Interchange Freight Yard. 


Facilities 

South Side Warehouses, 5817-5967 W. 65th St. 
(especially adapted to in-transit storage): 350,000 
sq. ft.; Brick, mill and concrete const.; Floor load, 
200-500 Ibs.; Sprink. sys.; Ins. rate, l4c. Sidin 
on Belt Ry. of Chi.; capacity, 60 cars; direct rail 
with own So. Chicago dock. 
ane sae Warehouse, ont-9 Wo Peestoen >. 

irectly opposite main post office); t.; 
Brick and reinforced concrete const.; Floor ied 306 
_. sigs arate, 40c. Siding on C. B. & Q.; a 

Tunnel connection. 50 truck loading doors. 

Burlington 14th Place Warehouse, == Ww. 
14th Pl. (adjacent ee downtown district): 90. on oe 
ft.; Brick and rei concrete const.; Floor loa 
300 Ibs. Ins. rate, “Mc. Siding on C. B. &Q.R.R.; 
capacity, 8 cars. 
South Chicago Waterfront Warehouses, 103rd 
St. and Calumet River—West Bank: 60,000 sq 
ft.; Steel const.; Floor load, 250 lbs. Siding on Belt 
Ry. of Chi.; ; capacity, 50 cars. Water Dock: Length, 
1500 ft.; draft. 20 ft. 


Service Features 
Bonded: U.S. Customs; State. Pool car distributors. 
Motor transport service available. Container 
service. Equipment for handling " se of 
vessel or barge, plus storage facilities CL trap 
car service and tank car storage. 


Associations 
A.W.A. (Mdse); Ill. Asso. Mdse. W. 


Watch Display Advertisements on Back Covers! 











CHICAGO, ILL. 
Midland Warehouses, Inc. 






Established 1906 
1500 S. Western Ave. * Tel.—Canal 6811 
FACILITIES—1500 S. Western Ave., 570,000 sq. ft. 
concrete steel const.; 1929 W. 43rd St. 132,000 sq. ft. 
brick, mill const.; 1534 S. Western Ave., 67,000 sq. ft. 
brick, mill const. Ins. rates as low as 4c. All with 
ADT Watch. Serv. & Sprinklered. Direct connec. 
- a Rys. Sidings on Chicago Jct. Ry. 40 

Ample Motor Truck Picslovene. 

SERVICE. *FEATURES—U. S. Cust., State, Priv. 
Bond. Pool car dist. Office & Whse. space to lease. 
LCL freight eee on onions 
MEMBER—Amer. Chain arehouses—A.W.A. (Mdse.) 
















Distribution Map Aids In 
Checking Facilities 


“This map will be a valuable 
aid in checking the facilities 
available in each distribution 
area. 





‘The various data and the map 
concentrated on a single sheet 
enable quick reference. 


“We are going to mount the 
map so that we can either hang 
it on wall hooks or lay it flat on 
a large desk.” 

—President, Advertising Agency 
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CHICAGO, ILL. 
North Pier Terminal 


589 East Illinois Street 
(Tel.—Superior 5606) 


W. W. Huggett S. T. Heffner 
Pres. and riod Mgr. *D Mgr 


. Rates & Leases 





Distinctive Location—365-589 E. Illinois 
St., 3 blocks to Michigan Ave., 5 blocks to 


Wacker Drive. Frontage also on new Outer 
Drive, address 445 Lake Shore Drive. 


FACILITIES—1,500,000 square feet mill 
and brick constructed buildings. Sprink- 
lered. Ins. rate 18c. Floor load 335 lbs. 
34 elevators. C. & N. W. R. R. sidings, 
cap. 150 cars. Free switch. Truck plats., 
cap. 100 trucks. Water Docks, 2500 feet. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Direct Tunnel 
connection all RRs. Direct boat service to 
and from Montreal, Europe, So. America and 
“ga Coast. Barge service New Or- 
eans. 


Space leased—offices, storage and light 
mfg. General storage for spot stocks. 
Storage in transit. Pool car dist. Cus- 
toms and Internal Revenue Bonded. 


New York office—25 Beaver St. Phone, Han. 2-1172. 
MEMBERS: A.W.A.; Illinois Asso. Mdse. Whsemn. 
































CHICAGO, ILL. 
Seng Waterway Warehouse Co. 


John F. Seng Incorporated 
President *D 310 W. Polk St. 
John J. Egan Tel.—Wabash 6852 
Vice-President 


FACILITIES: 435,000 
. ft. Fireproof — 








const. Sprink- 
ler sys., private 
watchmen. In- 
surance rate, 
16.8 cents. Sid- 
ing on mm i 
vania 

cap. 25 cars. 
Motor platf., 
cap. 25 truc 
Water dock, 
length 400 ft., 
draft 22 ft. “In Heart of Downtown Chicago” 
Located one block from main Postoffice building. 


SERVICE FEATURES: Licensed under U. S. 
Whse. Act; State and en. bonded. Pool car 
distribution. Motor eight Terminal in whse. 
Company operated cartage service—78 trucks. 
Rail cars unloaded under cover and trucks loaded 
out under cover. 


REPRESENTED BY: Associated Warehouses, 
Inc., c/o Lackawanna Terminal, Jersey City, N. J. 


MEMBER: Chicago Association of Commerce. 








CHICAGO, ILL. 


Soo Terminal Warehouse 
Established 1914 
W. G. Morgan * 519 W. Roosevelt Rd. 





Manager (Tel.—Canal 5740) 


FACILITIES—500,000 sq. ft.; Fireproof, reinf. conc. 
const.; Floor load unlimited. Low insurance rate. 
Siding: Soo Line; free switch. all lines; 50 cars. 
Truck dock, 18 trucks under roof. 

SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U. S. Customs, 
State. Pool car distribution. Candy Storage. 
Cool in summer. Space for lease with office. Free in 
a od at te ons ht ged to all trunk lines via tunnel. 

Y—National Whse. Service. 

ASSOCIATIONS——A. W. A. (Mdse.); 1. A. M. W 
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CHICAGO, ILL. 
Wakem & McLaughlin, Inc. 


Established 1886 
F. E. Berg 


w2 225 E. Illinois St. 
Sec’y & Treas. Tel.—Superior 6828) 
FACILITIES— (1) 213-235 Il inois St. Mdse. ~ 
Customs; spirits — gov't storekeeper. (2) 
421-427 E. North Water St. & (3) 352-402 E. North 
Water St. leased space. Total space 500,000 sq. 
ft. Mill const. Sprinkler sys.; A. BT pee. 
Ins. rate 15%c. Sidings on é “& Ww. 
SERVICE FEATURES” Licensed, ‘U U. S. Whse. 
Act; State. Bonded: U. Int'l Rev.; Customs. 
Bottlin A for theoag “Pool car dist. Loans. 
IONS—A. W.A.; Il. W. A: : Chi. C. of C. 










CHICAGO, ILL. 


Western Warehousing 
Company 


Established 1880 
E. H. Hagel > 4 


Superintendent 





Incorporated 


323 W. Polk St. 
Tel.— Wabash 6507 























FACILITIES—600,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, 
steel-brick-concrete construction. Floor 
load, 250-300 lbs. Dry Sprinkler system; 
alarm system; private watchmen. Insur- 
ance rate, 17.7c. Siding on Pennsylvania 
Railroad; capacity 40 cars; free switching 
all Chicago lines. Motor platform, 
capacity 100 trucks, all sheltered. 


LOCATION—Adjacent to ‘“‘Loop’’—one 
block from new Chicago Post Office; in the 
heart of the railway terminal and wholesale 
districts. 


SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded, Illinois 
Commerce Commission. Pool car dis- 
tributors. Superior office and storage 
space for lease. Storage restricted to 
clean merchandise free from fire hazard. 


ASSOCIATIONS— Ill. Whse. Assn.; Ill. Chamber of 
Com.; Chicago Assn. of Com.; Chicago Traffic Club. 


Coordinated Data 


The Map of Key Distribution 
Areas brings together in one place 
data regarding the major markets of 
the United States and Canada. The 
information is organized so as to 
provide a work sheet on which every 
company may map _ distribution 
plans to fit its individual needs 
whether five or one hundred and five 
centers of distribution are required. 
The responsible warehouses in the 


Guide are listed on the map under 


their own distribution areas. 





-| Established 1905 Incorporated 
Frank F. Powell * 221 W. Georgia St. 
President (Tel.—Lincoln 6431) 
FACILITIES—Pro y owned: 220,000 sq. ft. 
Slow burning; sprinkler sys.; alarm sys. in tobacco 
room; watchmen. Ins. rate 1|4c 180% = 
Siding on Indianapolis Union (Belt) R. R.; city 
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EVANSVILLE, IND. 


Mead Johnson Terminal Corporation 
“WHERE WATERWAY—RAILWAY—HIGHWAY MEET” 





re 1930 * D Incorporated 
J.D. Beeler 1830 West Ohio St. 
Vice Pres. & Gen. Mgr. (Tel.—Dial 7152) 


FACILITIES—Property owned; 90,000 sq. ft.; Fire- 
a brick-steel-concrete const.; Fleor load, no 
imit; Sprink. sys.; A.D. T. Insurance rate, 19.Ic. 
Sidings on C. & E. I. and L. & N.; free switch., 
all lines. Water Dock: Length, 800 ft.: draft, 9 ft. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U. 5. Customs: 
State. Pool Car dist. Motor freight terminal. 
REPRESENTED BY—Allied Piegetieetion, Inc. 
ASSOCIATIONS—Am. W.A. (Mdse.); . WA. 





HAMMOND, IND. 
Great Lakes Warehouse Corporation 


General Merchandise—Storage and Distribution 
Established 1922 (Tel.—Ham’ d 3780-81) 


E.C. Faure Plummer Ave. & State Line St. 
Vice-Pres. & Mgr. (Tel.—Chicago—Ent. 2200) 
FACILITIES—150,000 sq. ft.; Fireproof, concrete- 
steel-brick construction. Siding on IHB RR; 
located within Chicago switching district; capacity, 
50 cars set. Transit privileges. 

SERVICE FEATURES—Motor’ terminal on 
ode gree: thai delivery to Metropolitan Chicago 
and suburbs. 


ASSOCIATIONS—A .W.A. (C.S. Div.); Ind. Whsmn’s Assn. 











HAMMOND, IND. 
Welsh Bros. 


Established 1928 


M. C. Welsh te 920 150th St. 

Manager (Tel.—Ham 2339) 
FACILITIES: 6,000 sq. ft. sat concrete. 
Watchmen. Siding on E. cap. 12 cars. 
Free switch. Shel. truck hed -, cap. 25 trucks. 
SERVICE FEATURES: Pool car distribution. 
Motor terminal, transport service. Co-operated 
cartage service, 20 trucke—d —daily delivery within 
50 miles. 24 hour service for connecting truck lines. 
Long distance haulers pick up and deliver at whse. 
Storage, office space for lease. Chicago Tele- 
phones: Saginaw 1520, 152 











INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 
Henry Coburn Storage & Warehouse Co. 












bd cars; free switching all ho Motor pe ba ‘orm: 
pacity 19 trucks—3 shel 

SERVICE FEATURES — Pool car distribution. 

Local Truckin Space and offices for lease. 

REPRESENTED BY—Distribution Service, Inc. 

ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A. (Mdse); Indiana W. A 

















SOUTH BEND, IND. 


Grand Trunk Terminal Warehouse Co. 


Established 1929 Incorporated 
Charles F. Iwan 406 Columbia St. 
Receiver-Manager (Tel. —43751) 
FACILITIES: Mdse. storage and space rental, 
175,000 sq. ft. Cold stge., 150,000 cu. ft. Mill 
brick const. Sprinkler sys., watchmn. Ins. rate, 
fire, 23.7c, extended cov., 9.6c, total, 33.3c. Siding 
on Grand Trunk West., cap. 8 cars. Free switch- 
ing. Truck plat., cap. 5 trucks. 

SERVICE FEATUR Pool car distribution. 
Branch house services. Space and office rentals. 
Near heart of business district. 


ASSOCIATIONS: A.W.A. (Refrigerated). 









A Factual Warehouse Guide 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD Warehouse 
Guide was designed in co-operation with 
representative shippers to provide concisely 
and briefly the facts most frequently wanted 
by those whose responsibility it is to select 
warehousing services. 
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WATERLOO, IOWA 


Iowa Warehouse Company 
Established 1916 
R. B. Cass 
Vice-President 
FACILITIES—Owned. (1) 821 Mulberry St. 
Cement block const. Siding on Chi. G. West., 
capacity 3 cars. Ins. rate $1.55. (2) 558 Center St. 
Fireproof, brick const. Siding on W. C. F. & N. Ry., 
capacity 4 cars. Ins. rate 56c. Both: 70,000 sq. ft. 
Free switching service. 

SERVICE FEATURES—Complete 
storage service. Pool car distribution. 
terminal. 


MEMBER=National Furniture Warehousemen’s Assn. 


Incorporated 


+ 821 Mulberry St. 
Tel.—345-346 


merchandise 
Motor freight 


LEXINGTON, KY. 

Union Transfer & Storage Co. 
Established 1919 Incorporated 
O. B. Murphy Spring & Vine Streets 
Vice-President Tel.—PBX-7030 
FACILITIES—(1) Vine & Spring Sts., fireproof, 


reinforced concrete; Ins. rate 22c. (2) Vine & 
Merino, brick & mill const. Ins. rate 55c. Both: 
Total floor epoee 100,000 sq. ft. Sidings on L. & N. 


; free 
SERVICE TEATORES—Pool car distributors. 
Motor transport line, company owned, serving 
Louisville, Cincinnati, Harlan, Middleborough & 
Blue Grass region of Kentucky. 
REPRESENTED BY—American Chain of Warehouses. 


LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Louisville Public Warehouse Co., Inc. 


W. N. Cox s E. H. Bacon 
President Vice-President 
Established 1884 


FACILITIES—944138 sq. ft. for storage of Mer- 
chandise, Household Goods, Tobacco, Distilled 
Spirits—24 Warchouses—Fireproof and slow-burning 
mill—Sprinklered—Conts. Ins. 4.4c to 19.3c per $100. 
SPECIAL FEATURES—Customs and _ Internal 
Revenue Bonded—Pool Car Distribution—Free 
Switching ~' _ Customers with 
Pperior 

MEMBERS American Chain of Warehouses— 
Distribution Service, Inc.—Am. Whse. Ass'n. 


NEW ORLEANS, LA. 
Bienville Warehouses Corporation 


Established 1916 
R. W. Dietrich 340 Bienville St. 
President (Tel.—Main 4200) 

FACILITIES—200-338 N. Peters St.: 200,000 sq. 
ft. Mill const. Floor load, 250 lbs. Watchmen. 
Ins. rate 35c (basic). Fumigation. Siding on T. 

& N. O.; cap. 16 cars; free switching. Motor plat.: 
a 20 trucks. me mgt.: i 3 Wiltz, Inc. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: . Customs; 
State. Pool car distributors. 
REPRESENTED BY—American Chain of Warehouses: 
New York, 250 Park Ave. (Plaza 3-1235); Chicago, 
53 W. Jackeon Bd. (Harrison 1496). 








NEW ORLEANS, LA. 


Commercial Terminal Warehouse Co. 
Established 1925 Incorporated 


E. B. Fontaine * 404 N. Peters St. 
President (Tel.— Main 7700) 


FACILITIES—100,000 sq. ft.; Slow burning, heavy 
brick and mill const.; Floor load, 250 Ibs.; Sprink. 
sys.; Watchmen; Ins. rate, 37c. Siding on So. Pac. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U.S. Customs; 
State. Pool car dist. Bean cleaning, grading. 
Reconditioning. Billing. Financing. Cartage. 


REPRESENTED BY—Associated Warehouses, Inc. 












NEW ORLEANS, LA. 


Standard Warehouse Company, Inc. 
Established 1903 















T. E. Gannett 100 Poydras St. 
President Tel.—RAymond 2336 
FACILITIES—100,000 sq. ft. Heavy brick & mill 
const. Sprinkler sys., Y age ge a Ins. rate 27.6c. 
ee postes rail plat., cap. 12 trucks, 
sidin: O., “— cars, free switching. 
SER ICE FEATURES Customs & State bond 
Pool car dist. Especially equipped for coffee 
roasting; coffee separating & cleaning; bean cleaning 
& polishing; flour sifting; reconditioning of a 
REPRESENTED BY—Allied Distribution, Inc. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A.; New Orleans Mdse. W. A. 
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BALTIMORE, MD. 


Camden Warehouses 
egg 1900 Pe sony «se 


Jas. C. Brown, yD Camden & Eutaw Sts. 


Mgr. & Treas. (Tel.-Plasa 0400) 


FACILITIES—4 Units; Property leased; 700,000 
— ft. Brick-Concrete-Steel const. A.D.T., Private 
atchman, Sprinkler. 

LOCATIONS—Camden Station, Henderson's Wharf, 
Chase’s Wharf, Locust Point Piers, B. & O. R. R. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Pool cars. Motor trans- 
port. Direct rail and water connections. Internal 
Revenue and Customs Bonded. 
ASSNS.—A.W.A., Md. W.A., Distillers’ Inst. 
















BALTIMORE, MD. 


Terminal Warehouse Co. of Baltimore 
Established 1894 Incorporated 


Ludlow H. Baldwin *D Davis & Pleasant Sts. 
President (Tel.—Plaza 8720-23) 
FACILITIES—6 units. Davis and Pleasant Sts., 
Prop. owned. Bond St., prop. leased. Water dock, 
400 ft. Dft. 25 ft., 500,000 sq. ft. Brick constr. 
Sprinkler. A. D. T. Gehienen. Ins. 2lc. Siding, 
P. R. R., cap. 40 cars. Truck plat., 40 trucks. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: Cust. Space and 
off. for lease. Trucks for loc. delvy., pool car. 
REPRESENTED BY—Assoc. Whses., Inc., Douglas 
Miller, 629 Grove St., Jersey City, N. J., Clyde 
Phelps, 230 N. Canal St., Chgo. A.W.A., C. of C.U.S. 





















(BOSTON, «4,F4S7c¢ MASS. 
Hoosac Storage and Warehouse Co. 


Established 1928 
Howard E. Wemyss * 


Treasurer 
FACILITIES—(1) Lechmere 
Fireproof, reinforced concrete; Sprink. sys. Ins. 
rate I8c. (2) Water St., Charlestown, ‘‘ 
Mystic Terminal Co. docks) Brick const., A. D. T. 
a fire alarm. Ins. rate 2!c (90%). Total floor 

pace 108,500 ft. Sidings on B. & M. RR. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: State; U. S. 
Cust. (No. 2) Pool car dist. Liquor storage (No. 2). 
REPRESENTED BY—New York, Central Dis- 
tribution Bur.; Chicago, National Wheg. Ser. 


Incorporated 
hmere 


Tel.— TRO. 9608 
-» E. Cambridge, 


























SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 
Atlantic States Whse. & Cold Stge. Corp. 


Established 1926 





Martin Larsen 
General Manager (Tel.—4-1106) 
FACILITIES—400,000 sq. ft.; Firepr. conc. and tile. 
Floor load 165-250 Ibs.; “Soriakler: Dry pipe alarm; 
Watchman. Ins. Fumigation. Siding, 
BOAR. Rs Seigh. 5. & ME: . Y.N.H. & 
R. R.; cap. 13 cars. Truck dock: 14 trks. 
SERVICE FEATURES Bonded: State. Pool car 
dist. Stge. space for lease. St: >t ins pane. applic. vy 
shipments routed B. & A., N. “B & 
Same owner: Atlantic States: Wine Lowel bag 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A.; Mass. W. A 


385 Liberty St. 





Norwegian Canners Order 
Distribution Maps 


Two packers and exporters of Norwegian fish 
and sea food products have ordered TRAFFIC 
WORLD Maps to aid them in planning their 


distribution in America. 
* * * 


“Through our Norwegian Canners’ Export 
Journal we have been aware that you have 
given out a so-called ‘Map of Distribution 
Areas’. .. We should be very pleased to 
receive a copy of said map as soon as pos- 
sible. We understand that the cost of same 
is $3.00, which amount we are enclosing 
in cheque.”’ 


* * » 








“T herewith request you to please forward 
to my address one number of your “Map of 
Key Distribution Areas’ and enclose check 
for $3.00 herewith in settlement of same.” 
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DETROIT, MICH. 
Commercial Warehouse 





Established 1935 Incorporated 
L. J. McMillan 1965 Porter St. at Vermont 
General Manager (Tel.—Randolph 8723) 


FACILITIES—80,000 sq. ft.; Slow burning, 
inforced concrete & brick const.; Floor load, 250 Ibs. 
Ins. rate, 26c (90% co-insurance). Siding on Mich. 


nt. R. R.; cap., 8 cars. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U. S. Int. Rev. 
and i Pool car dist.; Motor freight 
terminal. ce for lease: Storage; Office 
REPRESENTE D BY—Distribution Service, Inc. 
ACCESSIBILITY—Located in heart of Detroit's 
wholesale and jobbing districts. 




















LANSING, MICH. 


Fireproof Storage Co. 


430 N. Larch St. 
Established 1919 .¢ Incorporated 
D. A. Mote, Mgr. Tel.—5-5230 
FACILITIES: 48,000 sq. ft. Fireproof—reinforced 
concrete. Ins. rate, 44.2c. Siding on Pere 
Marquette, ca we 3 cars, free switching. Shel- 
tered Motor Platform 

CENTRAL DIST! RIBUTION POINT in lower Michigan. 
Transportation facilities radiate in every direction. 
SERVICE FEATURES: Pool car dist. Motor 
transportation available. Company operated 


local delivery—2 trucks. 
MEMBER: A.W.A.; Mich. F.W.A. (Mdse. Div.) 














MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 


Colonial Warehouses, Inc. 
Established 1907 





W. M. Hardin 210-218 3rd Ave., No. 
Vice-President Atlantic 8191 

FACILITIES—100,000 sq. ft., fireproof. Brick- 
cencrete const. Max. floor oe 00 Ibs. Sprinkler. 
alarm, ag ar: Ins. rate 11.9c (90% co-ins.). 
Sidings ; M.&5t.L.; C.B.&Q.; free oatienengs 
cap. iy bog "2 Motor platforms—| shelter 
Located three blocks from Nicollet Hotel. 
SERVICE FEATURES—U. S. Customs bonded. 
Pool car dist. Mot. transp. service. Stge. & off. space 
forlease. Undersamemgmt.—LashamCo., Chicago. 


ASSNS.—A.W.A.; Minn.-N.W.W.A.; Minn. Truck Owners 






















KANSAS CITY, MO. 
Adams Transfer & Storage Co. 


Established 1900 


D. S. Adams * 


President 
FACILITIES—100, - oa, & Fireproof, 
.D.T. al arm, 


Incorporated 


228 W. 4th St. 
Reg eine 0225) 


reinf. 


concrete. Sprinkler, M pvt. watchmen. 
Ins. rate 24c. Siding on KCSRR <p. 8 cars. 
Free switch. Truck plat. covered, ca 0 trucks. 


SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: Customs, Int. 
Rev., State; Lic., U. S. Whse Act. Pool car dist. 
Stg. & office space for lease. Mot. Transp. vr & 
fgt. term. Daily overnight service to oo 

towns. In wholse. dist.; near retail dist. & cap hen 
ASSNS.—A.W.A.; M. Ww. A.; Traf. Ciubs Cc. C 








KANSAS CITY, MO. 


Central Storage Company 


Established 1880 * Incorporated 


Charles C. Daniel, Jr. 1422 St. Louis Ave. 
Secretary (Tel.—Victor 3268) 


FACILITIES—1422-28 St. Louis Ave.—2 buildings: 
87,742 sq. ft.; brick-heavy mill const. Floor load, 
250 Ibs. Sprinkler sys.; A. D. T. Elec. Supervisory 
& Burglar Alarm system. Insurance rate, 17.2c. 
Sidings on Mo. Pac.; capacity, 8 cars; Free switch- 
ing, all times. Sheltered motor truck platform. 


SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: State. Em- 
loyees bonded. Pool car distributors. Ws 

Freight terminal and transport service: 

owned and operated cartage ee eee 
contract-haulers of free pick-up and delivery frei he 

Space for lease: Storage; Office. Branch o 

service. 


REPRESENTED BY—Distribution Service, Inc. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A. (Mdse.) 


KANSAS CITY’S oldest warehousing service—since 
1880, over 56 years. We have from the first con- 
tinually improved our facilities and service to meet the 
requirements of ever changing distribution problems. 
Located midway between the business districts of 
both Kansas Cities, in the heart of the freigh t house 
and truck terminal district, nearest ay the Municipal 
arf, served by the Federal Barge Lines. 
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KANSAS CITY, MO. 


Crooks Terminal Warehouses 
Established 1913 > 4 Incorporated 


A. J. Crooks 1104 Union Avenue 
Vice-Pres. and Gen. Mgr. (Tel.—Victor 2404) 


New York Office 
George G. Roddy 271 Madison Ave. 










- 


uN \. 


ii 










Brokers Warehouse 
1104 Union Ave. (Frisco) 


Security Warehouse 
1405 St. Louis Ave. (M.P.) 


FACILITIES—3 locations: 322,000 sq. ft.; Rein- 
forced concrete and brick const.; Floor load, 250 Ibs.; 
Sprink. sys. Ins. rate, 9.4c. Sidings on Un. Pac., 
Mo. Pac. & Frisco R. Re.: cap.. 23 cars; free switch. 
Protected by A.D.T. Burglar Alarm System. 
SPECIAL SERVICES—Bonded: Licensed, U. S. 
Whs. act; U. S. Customs; State. Pool car dist. 
We operate our own large and efficient fleet of motor 
trucks. Cool rooms—cheese, dates, nuts and dried 
fruits (35° to 60°). Candy storage. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A. (Mdse.); Mo. W. A. 


Watch Display Advertisements on Back Cover! 
















KANSAS CITY, MO. 


Merchandise Warehouses, Inc. 
933 Mulberry St. 


Complete Storage and Distribution Facilities. 


Operating 240,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, sprinkler equipped 
space; |4-car sidings; dockage for 30 trucks; free 
switching, free pick-up and delivery to and from 
freight houses; local, regional and storage-in-transit 
service; space and offices for rent. Insurance rate 
10.4c. Field warehousing. Financing. 








Dependable Warehouses 


Only warehouses with a reputation for 
good service and with good financial refer- 
ences are acceptable in the Warehouse Guide 
and for listing on the Distribution Map. 
Because of the care with which the records 
of these warehouses have been checked, 
THE TRAFFIC WORLD recommends them 
unhesitatingly. 





MISSOURI—NEW JERSEY—NEW YORK—NORTH CAROLINA 





ST. LOUIS, MO. 
Central Terminal Co. 





Established 1932 Incorporated 
T. J. Terry * 710 N. 12th Blvd. 
General Manager Tel.—Central 5300 


FACILITIES—300,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, steel- 
reinforced concrete const. Sprinkler sys., ADT 
private watchmen. Ins. rate, .098c. oute via 


Illinois Terminal Railroad; siding capacity 100 
cars. Sheltered motor plat., capacity 44 trucks. In 
heart of downtown wholesale & retail districts. 
SERVICE FEATURES—State bonded. Pool car 
dist. Office and display space. Warehouse space on 
lease or package basis. 


MEMBER—Mo.W.A.; St.L.Mdse.; St.L.C. of C. 








ST. LOUIS, MO. 


Rutger St. Warehouse, Inc. 


Established 1920 9 Rutger St 
S. J. Lusb * D (Tel.—Chestnut 
Exec. V.-P. & Treas. 9465-66) 
FACILITIES—Mdse. Stg. 210,000 sq. ft.; Cold Stg. 
(beer) 8700 cu. ft. Brick-mill const. Sprink. sys. 
ADT Central Sta. burglar alarm. Ins. rate 2e. 
ings on Mo. Pac. and Term. R.R. Assn., cap. 14 
cars, free switching. Motor plat., cap. 15 trucks. 
Mississippi River Dock near Municipal Bridge. 
SERVICE—Bonded: U. S. Cust.; State. Pool car 
dist. Motor freight terminal. Space for lease. 
REPRESENTED BY: Associated Warehouses, Inc. 
ASSOCIATIONS=St. L. Mdse. W.A.; Midwest W.&T.A. 


















ST. LOUIS, MO. 
St. Louis Terminal Warehouse Company 


Established 1924 Incorporated 
C.J.LaMothe WD 826 Clark Ave. 

Vice-President Tel.—Main 4927 
FACILITIES—(1) 826 Clark Ave., & (2) 420 S. 
Main St.: Concrete-brick-mill. ADT, Sprinkler. 
Ins. 14.6c to 24c. Sidings on Mo. Pac. & Term. 
R. R., free switching. (3) 501 S. Ist St. (4) 525 
S. Levee: Water Dock. Total space, 199,000 sq. ft. 
SERVICE FEATURES—U. S. Int. Rev., customs, 
& state bonded. Pool car dist. Container service. 
Space for lease—office & storage. 


REPRESENTED BY—American Chain of Warehouses, Inc. 
MEMBER—AWA; Mo. W. A.; St. Louis Mdse. W. A. 








CAMDEN, N. J. 


Camden Marine Terminals 
Established 1928 


Operated by South Jersey Port Commission 


J. Alex. Crothers *D Foot of Beckett Street 
General Manager Tel.—Camden 5028 


FACILITIES 


Situated opposite Philadelphia on the 35 foot 
Delaware River Ship Channel. ocean-going 
carriers can be berthed and worked simultaneously. 
Insurance rate 1|8c, floor load 800 lbs. 4 modern 
warehouse units of steel and concrete, completely 
sprinklered. 20 acres of open storage space. Over 
a mile of railroad siding connecting with the 
Pennsylvania and Pennsylvania-Reading Seashore 
Line. Direct telephone connections are made 
with all ships. Flood lights for night loading and 
unloading. Fresh artesian well water. 


SERVICE FEATURES 


Waterside general merchandise storage. Stor- 
age in transit privileges. Direct ship to car load- 
ing. Regular coastwise, intercoastal and foreign 
sailings are maintained by the American-Hawaiian 
Line, Luckenbach Line, Isthmian-Matson Line, 
Mooremack Gulf Lines, Pan-Atlantic Line and the 
Ericsson Line. ~— trucking companies 
render daily service. Modern mechanical equi 

ment provides for the handling of cargo with the 
utmost safety, economy and dispatch. 




























JERSEY CITY, N. J. 
Lackawanna Terminal Warehouses 


Established 1929 *” Incorporated 
W. J. Northup 629 Grove St. 
President Tel. (N. Y.)—Rector 2-2345 
FACILITIES—Adjacent to Manhattan Tunnel. 
1,072,883 sq. ft. Fireproof, brick-concrete-steel const. 
Sprinkler sys.; Atmo Fire Detection; Watchmen. 
Ins. rate 6c. Siding on D.L.& W.; capacity 52 cars. 
Sheltered motor ~ how capacity 96 trucks. 
SERVICE FEATURES—U. S. Custs. bonded. 
Pool car dist. Motor freight terminal. Space for 
lease. Railroad and Coastwise Steam Ship Station. 
REPRESENTED BY—Associated Warehouses. 
ASSOCIATIONS—Port of N.Y.W.A.; N.J.W.A. 


May 6, 1939 
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NEWARK, N. J. 


Lehigh Warehouse & 


e 
Transportation Co., Inc. 
Albert B. Drake, Pres. Established 1919 

Main Office Branch Office 
98-108FrelinghuysenAve. . 829 Newark Ave. 
Newark, N. J. Elizabeth, N. J. 
Bigelow 3-7200 Elizabeth 3-5100 

FACILITIES—NEWARK—250,000 sq. ft. Fire- 
proof, Reinforced concrete and steel const.; floor load 
250 lbs. Sprinkler sys.; A.D.T.; watchmen. Ins. rate 
6c up to 10.2c. + ay ig Lehigh Valley; and switch- 
ing to and from Penn. R. R., cap. 10 cars. Sheltered 
motor plat., cap. 20 trucks. 
ELIZABETH—1,000,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, Rein- 
forced concrete const. Floor load, 250 Ibs., sprinkler 
sys.; local alarm sys.; watchmen. Ins. rate, 8c up to 
16.7c. Siding on Penn. R. R. 30 cars. Sheltered 
motor plat., 30 trucks. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded. Licensed, U. S. 
Whse. Act; U. S. Int. Rev.; U. S. Cust.; State. All 
employees bonded. Pool car distributors. Motor 
terminal and transport service; company operated 
fleet of motor trucks covering Metropolitan area with 
regular delivery service; licensed and bonded trucks 
maintained to transport liquor and imported mer- 
chandise. Special trucks and crews for delivery and 
installation of electric appliances. 

IATIONS—A. WY. A. (Mdse.); Whsemn’s 
Assn. Port of N. Y.; N. J. Whsemn’s Assn; Chamber 
of Commerce; N. Y. Traffic Club; Newark Traffic 
Club; N. J. Motor Truck Assn. 























BUFFALO, N. Y. 
The Lederer Terminal Warehouse Co., Inc. 





Established 1921 ok (Tel.—Jefferson 1120) 
124 Niagara Frontier Food Terminal 
Herbert H. Lederer, President 


FACILITIES—60,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, concrete- 
rick const. Private watchmen. Sidings on Erie 
and Nickel Plate RRs., cap. 20 cars. Shelt. Motor 
plat., cap. 14 trucks. umidity controlled space. 
REPRESENTED BY—New York City, Frank J. 

; Tully, 251 W. 57th St. (Circle 7-3066); Cleveland, 

| Lederer Terminal (See adv.); Chicago, M. H. Finger, 
519 W. Roosevelt Rd. (Canal 5742). 








NEW YORK, N. Y. 


Baltimore & Ohio Stores, Inc. 


PIER 21, EAST RIVER 
(On South St. adjacent Brooklyn Bridge) 
Established 1914 
Irvin W. Mead Telephone 


Treas. & Mgr. Digby 4-1600 
Area 35,000 sq. ft. (Mill constructed floor). 
SERVICE: Pool car dist. Specialize in handling 





foodstuffs and other high grade commodities. 

For information regarding warehouses on the Balti- 
more & Ohio RR,—communicate with Irvin W. Mead. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A.W.A.; W.A. Port N.Y.; N.Y.W.A. 








ROCHESTER, N. Y. 
B. R. & P. Warehouse, Inc. 


Established 1914 

U. C. Leckinger D King & Maple Sts. 

Manager * (Tel.— Main 3991 -92) 
FACILITIES—Property owned—100,000 sq. ft. 
Fireproof, built-up concrete const. Sprink. sys., 
watchmen. Ins.11.8c. Siding on B. &O. R. R., capac- 
ity 22 cars, freeswitching. Sheltered motor platform, 
capacity 10 trucks. Boat dock on N. Y. State Barge 
Canal operated in conjunction with warehouse. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Pool car dist. Motor fgt. 
terminal. Storage & office space for lease. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A.; Rochester T. & W. A. 

























RALEIGH, N. C. 
Carolina Storage & Distributing Co. 





Established 1919 
M. B. Koonce * 324 W. Lane St. 
Partner Telephone—2141 


FACILITIES—32,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, steel, con- 
crete, brick. Watchmen. Ins. rate 72c. Siding on 
Seaboard Air Line, free switching. 

SPECIAL SERVICES—Pool car distribution. 
Motor frt. terminal. Company operated cartage 
service—30 trucks. Storage space for lease. 
MOTOR TRANSIT CO.—Common carrier operating 45 
units of equipment serving surrounding territory. 
REPRESENTED BY—American Chain of Whases. 
ASSOCIATIONS—American Warehousemen’s Assn. 
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AKRON, OHIO 
Cotter City View Storage Co. 


Established 1882 Incorporated 
W. Lee Cotter * 70 Cherry St. 
President Franklin 3131 
FACILITIES—2 units, 80,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, 
brick-steel const. (1) Fl. load 350 ‘Ibs. A. = T. alarm 
sys. Ins. rate 30cav. Siding on B. & 6 cars. 
Free switching. Truck plat. cap. 4 “ FI. load 
250 lbs. Sprinkler sys. Ins. rate 22c. Siding on 
Pennsy., 8 cars. Free switching. Truck plat. cap. 4. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Pool car dist., motor frt. 
terminal. Company operated cartage service, 


10 trucks. Storage space for lease. 
ASSOCIATI IONS Mayflower Whsemns. Assn.; Ohio W.A. 





—————CINCINNATI, OHIO 
The Baltimore and Ohio Warehouse Company 


Incorporated 
F. W. Berry Second & Smith Sts. 
Mgr. & Treas. (Tel.—Parkway 7646) 


FACILITIES—Dry Stg., 219,000 sq. ft.; cold stg. 

.000 cu. ft. Stone—steel—brick—wood const. 

; rinkler sys.; central alarm rs watchmen. Ins. 
ar, 


. Direct rail connection. 12 e freight elevators. 


SERVICE Customs bonded. Pool car dist., re- 
P' . O. D. collections. Warehouse espe- 
ont op Ce to poh Be requiring protection from 


d dirt, heat or col 
ASSOCIATIONS —A. W. A.; Ohio W. A.; Cin. W. A. 





CINCINNATI, OHIO 
Cincinnati Merchandise Warehouses, Inc. 


Established 1851 
Ernest L. Becker - 7 West Front St. 
V.-P. & Gen’l Mgr. (Tel.—Main 4117) 
FACILITIES—(1!) 11-17 E. Front St. Ins. rate, 
25.lc. (2) 7-19 W. Front St.; Ins. rate 33.2c. 
Both houses: Total 225,000 sq. ft.; heavy mill const.; 
Sprink sys.; +f A.D.T.; watchman; Sidings, P.R.R.. 
rocal awe & arran: os 
SERVICE. Fearon S. Cust.; 
Pool car distr.; ieee ee - ead for lease. 
+ Rapresented (y Jd 
NEW YORK ALLIED DISTRIBUTION INC. cHIcaGo 
1 WEST 42ND ST. PENN. 6-0968 QM, 1525 NEWBERRY AVE. MON.SS3! 
















Britten Terminal, Inc. 


2725 Pittsburgh Ave. 


* Daniel L. Britten, Pres. 
(Tel. Prospect 2970) 


100,000 sq. ft. Fireproof. 
Ins. rate, 7c. Sidings on 
Big 4, N.Y.C. Free switch. 
Shel. motor and rail dock. 
SERVICES: Bonded, VU. S 
Cust., Privately. Pool car 
dist. Motor freight termi- 
nal. Co. operated cartage. 
Container service. 

Assns: A.W.A., Cleve. W.A. 













CLEVELAND, OHIO 


The Greeley-General Warehouse Co. 


Robert C. Greeley Hc Broadway & E. 15th St. 
President Tel.—Cherry 8074) 


FACILITIES—175,000 sq. ft.; Fireproof, reinforced 
age const.; Floor load, up to 3 atch- 

man service. Ins. rate, 37c. Flour reconditioning. 
poe | on N. Y. Cent.; capacity, 100 cars; free 


witching 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U. S. Inter. 
Revenue. Pool car distributors. Motor transport 
service. Container service. Space for lease: 
Storage: Office. Field warehousing. 
REPRESENTED BY—\merican Chain of Warehouses. 













These Facts Are Brought 
Together on the Distribution Map 


Statistics that show the importance of 189 cities in 
the United States as retail and wholesale centers 
pear on the margins of the Distribution Map. 
This information is so coded that it may be readiiy 
studied in connection wecoee the area graphically shown 
on the map, served by each of these cities. 
Coordinated with the map is a cross-reference with 
the Warehouse Guide which appears in the first issue 
of THE TRAFFIC WORLD each month. This 
Guide tells the story of the outstanding warehouses 
serving important distribution cities. 


CLEVELAND, OHIO————, 


























A Oh 








——CLEVELAND, OHIO—— 
The Lederer Terminal Warehouse Co. 


Established 1921 Incorporated 


Herbert H. Lederer - 1531 W. 25th St 
President (Tel.—Cherry 5280; 


FACILITIES 

E. 37th St., Northern Ohio Food Terminal (grocery 
products handled exclusively). 120,000 sq. ft. Fire- 
proof, concrete const. Private watchmen. Siding 
on Nickel Plate, cap. 24 cars, free switching. Shel- 
tered Motor plat., cap. 17 trucks. 
1236 Broadway—The Broadway Warehouse has 
humidity controlled space for sugar and ote 
hygroscopic merchandise. 90,000 sq. ft. Fire 
concrete-brick const. A.D.T., private watchmen. 
Siding on Nickel Plate (connected with main freight 
depot—eliminates cartage), cap. 15 cars. Sheltered 
Motor plat., cap. 20 trucks. 
1530 Riverbed Ave.—100,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, 
concrete-brick-steel const. Private watchmen. Siding 
on Erie, cap. 6 cars. Motor plat., cap. 12 trucks. 
SERVICE FEATURES—U. S. Customs bonded- 
Pool car distribution. Motor transport service. 
Favorable rates from all docks and piers. 
REPRESENTED BY—New York City, Frank J. 
Tully, 251 W. 57th St. (Circle 7-3066); Buffalo, 

ederer Terminal (See adv.); Chicago, M. H. Finger, 
519 W. Roosevelt Rd. (Canal 5742). 


ASSOCIATIONS—Am. W. A. (Mdse.); Ohio W. A. 
CLEVELAND, OHI 


National 
Terminals Corporation 
1200 West Ninth St. 


(Tel.—Cherry 4170) 
A. B. Efroymson ©D F. H. Prusa 


President Manager 





































FACILITIES: Three units. 1200 W. 9th 
St. 516,000 sq. ft. Cold storage 1,500,000 
cu. ft. Ins. rate 10.7c. 63-car siding on 
C.C.C. & St.L., free switch. Shel. motor 
plat., 65 trucks. 1150 Main St. 30,000 
sq. ft. Ins. rate 58c. B. & O. 21 car 
siding, no switch. Shel. motor plat., 
10 trucks. Dock, 500 ft., draft 18 ft. 
900 E. 54th St. 200,000 sq. ft. Ins. rate, 
35c. Siding on N.Y.C. Shel. motor plat., 
9 trucks. Dock, 500 ft., draft 20 ft. All 
units fireproof, watchmen. Modern 
handling equipment at docks. 


SERVICE: Pool car distribution. Space 
for lease: storage, office, light manufactur- 
ing. Cold Storage: fruits, vegetables, 
meats, fish, poultry and dairy products; 
frozen fruits. Complete rail, truck and 


boat facilities for dry and cold storage. 
MEMBER: A. W. A., Ohio W. A. 








LEVELAND, OHIO 
The OTIS Incorporated 


TERMINAL WAREHOUSE CO. 


BernardE. epeuane * 1300 W. Ninth St. 
Tel.—Main 7457-58 
FACILITIES 450, 000 sq. ft. Fireproof, brick-con- 
crete. Sprinkler sys.; euto. fire ow le watchmen. 
Ins. rate, 14.3c. Sidings on N, Y. & Bi Four 
catpp off cars). Free Switch. “ASS and si ing in 
bldg. iowntown Cleveland location. 
SERVICE FEATURES—U. S. Customs bonded. Pool 
car distribution. Motor transport services. Storage, 
Office and Display space for rent or lease. 
REPRESENTED BY—Associated Warehouses, Inc. 
MEMBER—A. W. A.; O. W. A.; Cleve. W. A.; C. of C. 
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COLUMBUS, OHIO—— 


The Columbus Terminal Warehouse Co. 


Established 1882 Incorporated 
Wm. J. O’Neil > 4 55-85 Terminal Way 
Vice-Pres. & Mgr. (Tel.— Adams 6239) 


FACILITIES—100,000 sq. ft.; brick & concrete 

const. A. D. T. Sidin on N. Y. Cent. (Big Four); 

Ee my floor at car level; free switch. Motor plat., 
on A at truck level; eogeety, | a trucks. 

VI E FEATURES—Bonded, U . S. Customs. 
Poel car dist. Motor freight terminal. . Smee 
and office space. Experienced manage’ 

FROM COLUMBUS, at wat the pone ae a high- 
way and air traffic; serve overnight retailers “whose 
customers number more than six million. 





TOLEDO, OHIO 
Great Lakes Terminal Warehouse Co. 


Established 1927 Incorporated 
321-357 Morris St. 


. Ashenbrenner 
V. Pres. & Gen. Mgr. (Tel.— Main 4231) 


FACILITIES—Dry storage, 150,000 sq. ft.; Cold 
storage 2,500,000 cu. ft.; Sprink. sys.; 'D. 
Private Sidiny : B. & O. and N. Y. C.; MOTOR 
TRUCK «: capacity 30 trucks; sheltered. 
SERVICE FEATU RES—U. S. Customs & Int'l Rev. 
Bonded warehouse No. 10. Com onpite ware Pot gry sing 
and Tt pi service covering 
CAPITAL—Over $1,000,000. Sy Any 
Toledo Broker, depber. Grocer, Trucker, Bank. 
TOLEDO’S LARGEST, FINEST, RESPONSIBLE WHSE. 











OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA. 
The Public Warehouse Co., Inc. 






Established 1932 
Curtice B. Robertson ) 7 N. W. First St. 
Pres. & Gen’l Mgr. Telephone 3-6486 






FACILITIES: (1) &7. 500 ft. (30,000 cu. ft. cold 
stge.—34°-50°) Fire oa. telsloenaaette, (2) 50, 

sq. ft. Mill const. th Units: Auto. fire alarm on 
sprink. sys. Watchmen. Ins. ates 11.9c & 21.4c. 
Sidings on A. T. & S. F.; _— switching. Sheltered 
motor plat. 7 Gentgoiently to infastsial ‘Discs 
SER ERVICE FEA ak py car } + 
motor oo UfOLla. & Ark.)—10 trucks. Strictly 
a merchandise whse. Employees bond 


REPTD. BY—Ass’d Whses., Inc. MEMBER—S.W.W.&T. Assn. 














TULSA, OKLA. 
Tulsa Terminal Warehouse Co. 


Incorporated 


8 N. Cheyenne Ave. * Telephone 4-0151 


FACILITIES—110,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, concrete 
& steel const. Sprinkler sys., burglar alarm. Ins. 
rate, 80% co. 15.6c. Siding on Frisco, capacity 6 cars, 
free switching. Sheltered motor platform, capacity 
12 trucks. SPECIALIZE IN POOL CAR DIS- 
TRIBUTION and handling of spot warehouse stocks. 
Company operated cartage service—I2 trucks. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A.W.A.; N.F.W.A.; T.S.W.T.A. 













Strategic 
Warehouse Locations 


The warehouses shown in The Traffic 
World represent in every case superior 
facilities located in strategic distribution 
centers which are ideally situated to serve 
the areas shown on The Traffic World Map 
of Key Distribution Areas. 


The Guide to Merchandise and Cold Storage 
Warehouses accepts as advertisers only 
such companies as have passed the test of 
rigid investigation. Applications from com- 
panies that fail to satisfy these standards, 
which are based on standards which shippers 
have found most trustworthy, are rejected. 
Traffic World can therefore recommend to 
shippers the use of the facilities advertised 
on these pages because of their depend- 
ability and the quality of their service. 
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PORTLAND, ORE. 


x MANNING x 


Warehouse & Transfer Company 
THE HUB OF et eS 
W. G. Manning, Pres. 911 N. W. Hoyt St. 
H. W. Danskin, V.-Pres. & Mgr. (rel. —Broadway 2411) 
FACILITIES—75,000 sq. ft.; Heavy brick const.; 
9 em sys.; ADT supervising sys. Ins. rate, 17. 1c. 
Sid ing on Terminal o.; 3 cars; Free switch. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U. S. Customs. 
Pool car dist. ee drayage. Office, leased space. 
REPRESENTED BY—American Chain of Warehouses. 
MEMBER—A. vw A. (Mdse.); O.W.A. 
















PHILADELPHIA, PENNA. 
Pennsylvania Warehousing 
and Safe Deposit Co. 


Established 1872 Incorporated 


Warren T. Justice * Cor. 4th and Chestnut 
President Ee onsounoene: 3893) 
FACILITIES—22 units. rties owned and 
leased. 1,092,000 sq. ft. Floor > heal 250 Ibs. Conc. 
and slow burn. Part sprinklered. Ins. 4c to 64c. 
= - s: B.& O., P.R.R., Reading. Cap. 40 cars. 
CE. FEATURES—Bonded: U. S. Cust. 
an car. Space and off. for lease. Local delivery serv. 
REP. BY—Am. Chain of Whses., Inc. G. W. Perkins, 
82 Beaver St., New York. A.W.A., P.W.A.,W.A. of P. 











PHILADELPHIA, PENNA. 


Philadelphia Piers, Inc. 


Established 1934 
330 Chestnut St. 


* TELEPHONES 
E. W. Stringfield Bell—Lombard 9934 
Gen’l Traffic Mgr. Keystone—Main 5175 


Facilities 
Five units. Piers 96, 98, 100 South, 25 acres lumber 
yard adjacent. Open Storage. 1,100,000 sq. ft. 
under cover. Reinforced concrete construction. Floor 
load, 300 Ibs. maximum. Part sprinklered. Watch- 
men. Ins. 14.4c to 17.7c. Siding on Pennsylvania 
R. R., Baltimore and Ohio R. R., Reading R. R. 
Capacity 600 cars. Water dock, length 1500 ft., 
draft 30 ft. 
Service Features 

General merchandise storage. Storage-in-transit 
privilege on flour, grain products and other commodi- 
ties. Direct car to shipside service at piers. Lighter- 
age and extra handling eliminated. Import, export, 
intercoastal and coastwise commerce handled with 
speed and economy. 


For further details see display advertisements 
appearing monthly in THE TRAFFIC WORLD 





— PHILADELPHIA, PENNA. 
Terminal Warehouse Co. 


Established 1904 ery 
E. V. D. Sullivan * 81 Fairmount Ave. 
President (Tel.—Market 0160) 


FACILITIES—(!) N. E. Cor. Front & Brown 
Sts., and 800 N. laware Ave. Fireproof, con- 
crete const. Sprinkler sys., rivate watch- 
men. (2) Eleven other units. Total—all facilities, 
2,940,000 sq. ft. Ins. rates as low as 4c. Sidings 
on Penna. and Reading RRs., free switching. 
SERVICES—Customs and Dept. of Ag. BAI 
bonded. Pool car dist. Motor fgt. term.—own and 
operate trucks for city & subur deliveries. 
MEMBER—Distribution Service, Inc.; A.W.A.; Penna. W.A. 





Distribute Products 
in 32 States 


TRAFFIC WORLD shipper subscribers 
distribute their products, on the average, 
in 32 states—44.1% distribute in all 48 
states. It is because of this widespread 
distribution that 69% of these subscribers 


use an average of 23 warehouses. 


















PITTSBURGH, PENNA. 
Kirby Transfer & Storage Co. 


Established 1898 Incorporated 
J. Lee Kirby . 2536-54 Smallman St. 
Treasurer Tel.—Court 2463 
FACILITIES—100,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, reinforced 
concrete. Sprinkler sys., watchmen, Ins. rate 39. Ic. 


Sdins on Penna + capacity 5 cars. Location— 
Wholesale District of City. 


SERVICE FEATURES—Pool car dist. Motor 
Truck Service to points within 30 miles of Pittsburgh 


He own equipment. 
D. BY—Distribu tion Service, Inc.; Chicago, New York. 
MEMBER—A ae A.; =. W.A.; Mdse.W.A. of Pittsburgh. 









































SIOUX FALLS, S. D. 
Wilson Storage and Transfer Company 


Established 1930 Incorporated 
.M. Johnson yf 110 No. Reed St. 
Manager (Telephone—6543) 


date nyion ag 7 $ ft. Fireproof, reinforced 
concrete const. Ly eapmeny sys., rw watchmen. 
Ins. rate 26c. Siding on Chi. & free switch- 
Adjacent Union Truck De 

SfRvice FEATURES—State Bonded. Pool car 
dist. Storage & office space for | 

WILSON FORWARDING CO. “(Owned and 
operated by us)—Features coordinated truck & rail 
freight service. Offices in Chicago, St. Louis, Minne- 
apolis, Omaha, Sioux City, Huron and Rapid City. 





MEMPHIS, TENN.— 
John H. Poston Storage Warehouses 


Established 1895 P. O. Box 2562 
W. H. Dearing * 671 S. Main St. 

Secy. & Treas. Telephone—8-5134 
FACILITIES—52,000 sq. ft.; mill-brick-concrete 
const. Sprinkler sys.; A. D. T.; yt 4 a = Ins. 


rate 12.6c. Sidings on I.C. & St. L. S. W. Rys.; free 
switching. Sheltered Motor plat. 


SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded privately. Pool 
car dist. Local cartage, P. U. & D. service. Stor- 
age, billing & collections. Office space. 













MEMPHIS, TENN. 


United Warehouse & Terminal Corporation 


Established 1930 ye 137 E Calle ty tog 
Calhoun ve. 


FACILITIES—(1) 137 E. Calhoun Ave.; (2) 138 
St. Paul Ave. 110,500 sq. ft. rick & mill const. 
Sprinkler sys. Ins. rates (1) 15.2c; (2) 18.7c. 
Sidings on NC&StL and LaN, free switching rail & 
barge lines. Sheltered motor platform. 
SERVICE. FEATURES—Excejlent facilities for Pool 
roe dist. Motor frt. term. Office & desk space. 
In center of wholesaling & aaang dist.—convenient 
to rail, truck & express depo 
REPRESENTED BY _Dletribution Segstes, Inc. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A.; Memphis W 






Warehousing 
in Tennessee 


Under a recent enactment of the Tennessee 
legislature, corporations from without the 
boundaries of that state may carry stocks 
of merchandise in Tennessee warehouses 
and distribute from those warehouses with- 
out being classed as corporations doing 
business in the state within the meaning of 
state laws which, heretofore, have assessed 
a privilege tax of $300 for so doing business 
and have made it mandatory to file with 
the secretary of state copies of charters. 
Under the new law, the corporation from 
outside the state which wishes to warehouse 
and distribute in the state need only desig- 
nate an agent for the acceptance of legal 
service within the state and pay a fee of 
$20 for the filing of such agency with the 
secretary of state. 































































NASHVILLE, TENN. 
Bond, Chadwell Co. 


Established 1905 Incorporated 


E. M. Bond *D 1625 Broad St. 
President Telephone—5-4153 
FACILITIES—100-124 First Ave., N. 40,000 sq. ft. 
Fireproof, reinforced concrete. Floor load 250-500 
Ibs. Ins. rate 19.4c. Siding on Tenn. Cent.; cap. 
6 cars; free ne Sheltered motor plat., ca 4 
5 trucks. Water dock: Length 300 ft.: draft 9 
SERVICE FEATURES—Pool car distribution. 
Storage and office space for lease. Located in 
center of Nashville wholesale district. 
MEMBER—Am. Chain of Whses.; A. W. A. 






NASHVILLE, TENN. 
Nashville Warehousing Co. 


Established 1931 
T. F. Squires > 4 821 Ewing Ave. 
Manager (Telephone 6-3166 


FACILITIES: 30,000 sq. ft., brick construction. 
peg system, private watchmen. Insurance 
rate, 50c. tyes load, 130 to 800 lb. Siding on 
C. & St. L. and L. & N.; 3 switches daily. Free 
switching. saad im truck platform. 
SPECIAL SERVICES: Pool car distribution. Com- 
gone operated cartage service. Automobile un- 
ading and storage; Flour storage—rat and 
mouse-proof. Storage space for lease. 








DALLAS, TEX.—————, 
The Dallas Transfer & Terminal 


Warehouse Company Inc. 


2nd Unit SantaFeBldg. +e Established 1875 


Fireproof Warehouse—Minimum Insurance Rate 
—Merchandise and Household Goods Storage— 
Office, Display and Warehouse Space. 

Operators of: H. & N. T. Motor Freight Lines— 
Lone Star Package Car Co.—Dallas & Ft. Worth 
Motor Freight Lines. Agent Allied Van Lines. 
REPRESENTED BY—American Chain of Warehouses. 
Sidings on Santa Fe; free switching from all lines. 
E. D. Balcom Gus K. Weatherred 












DALLAS, TEX. 
Koon-McNatt Storage & Transfer Co. 


Established 1929 Incorporated 

O. M. Koon * 911 Marion St. 
President 

FACILITIES—50,000 sq. ft. Fireproof; brick- 


concrete const. Sprinkler. Private watchman. 
Insurance rate 23c. Sidings on Gulf, Colo. & S. F. 
and Frisco — capacity 5 cars. Motor platform, 
capacity 5 tru 

SERVICE FEATURES—State bonded. Pool car 
distribution. Motor transport services available. 
Cartage service. oe ae and delivery service. 
REPTD. BY—G. W. Perkins, 82 Beaver St., NEW YORK. 
MEMBER—A. W. A. S. W. W. & T. A. 
























FORT WORTH, TEX. 


Texas and Pacific 
Terminal Warehouse Company 
Established 1931 ok) 


J. A. McCaul 


General Manager 


Incorporated 


70 Jennings Avenue 
(Tel.—2-6371) 


one 

Property leased: 490,000 ; Fireproof, brick 
and concrete const.; Poe load 250-350 Ibs.; Sprinkler 
sys.; A. D. T. and watchman service. Insurance 
rate, 12c (with 80% coinsurance, 8c). Siding on 
The Texas and Pacific = Rallwer Company; Capacity: 
30 cars; Free switching, all lines. Motor Truck 
platform: capacity 50 trucks; sheltered. 


Service Features 
Merchandise Storage; Pool car distributors. Dray- 
age. Space for lease: storage; office; display. 
ed: . S. Customs; State; —, Liquor 
Control Boa Cold Storage operated by Mer- 
chants Cold Storage Company. 
Associations 
A. W. A.; SW Whsmn’s Assn. 
Convenience 


Located in geographic center of Fort Worth, in whole- 
sale and retail district. 
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HOUSTON, TEX. 
Houston Terminal Whse. & Cold Storage Co. 


Established 1926 Incorporated 
H. B. Plummer 701 N. San Jacinto St. 
Pres. & Gen. Mgr. Tel.—Preston 7151 


FACILITIES: Dry Stge., 300,000 sq. ft. Cold Stge., 
750,000 cu. ft. Fireproof, reinforced concrete. 
Sprinkler, ADT, watchman. pnts "Tid stge., 10c; 
cold stge., 16c. Siding on So. Pac. R.R. 

SERVI E FEATURES: ent eetdy tended. Pool car 
dist. Local cartage. Pvt. parking lot for customers 
& tenants. COLD STGE. temp. range: —10° to 40°. 
Specialize in meats, poultry, eggs, fruits, nuts. 
REPRESENTED BY: Am. Chain of W. Inc. 

MEMBER: AWA, S.W.W. & T. Assn., Houston Whsemn’s Assn. 


HOUSTON, TEX. 
Patrick Transfer and Storage Co. 


Established 1900 
Fisher G. Dorsey *D 1302 Nance St. 
Owner (Tel.—Preston 0111) 


FACILITIES—(1) Municipal Dock 4, Turning 
sin: 250,000 sq. ft.; Fireproof, concrete const. 
Sprink. sys.; A. D- ‘T.; Watchmen. Ins. rate 8c. 
~~ p. 72 cars; free switch. Sheltered motor 
ater Dock: length 500 ft.; draft 32 ft. (2) 

Feed Nance es 25,000 eq. ft. Siding on > P. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: (1) U. S. Cust.; 
State. Pool car — Motor transport service. 
Owners Lone Star Package Car Co., Houston Div. 

REPRESENTED BY—Associated Warehouses, Inc. 


HOUSTON, TEX. 
Universal Terminal Warehouse Company 


Established 1924 Incorporated 


wecke Hr 1002-8 Washington Ave. 
Pres. & Gen. Mgr. (Tel.—Preston 2381) 


FACILITIES—112,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, reinforced 
brick & concrete. + “mang sys., A. D. T., watchmen. 
Ins. rate, 16c. Siding on So. Pac., cap. 7 cars, free 
switching. Sheltered motor plat., cap. 18. condie. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U. S. Customs, 
State. Pool car distribution. Motor transport 
service. Office and storage space for ya 
REPRESENTED BY— 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A.; S. W. W. a" v A.; 
Houston W. & T. A. 


HOUSTON, TEX. 
Wald Transfer & Storage Co. 


Established 1914 


K. M. Wald 812 Live Oak St. 
Pres. & Gen. Mgr. (Tel. Fairfax 2323) 
FACILITIES— units, 180,000 sq. ft. (80,000 sq. ft. 
fireproof, brick construction). Watchmen. Ins. 
rate, I6c. Sidings on Houston Belt & Terminal, free 
switching from all lines. Sheltered motor platforms. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded; U.S. Cust., State. 
Pool car dist. Motor frt. terminal. Company 
operated cartage service, 50 trucks. 

REPTD. BY—Crausbay Kuhimann, Robbins Moore. 
ASSOCIATIONS— Mayflower Warehousemen’s Assn. 


Incorporated 


DGEN, UTAH 
Western Gateway Storage Co. 


Established 1927 


W. D. Brown, he) 390 Exchange Place 
General Manager Tel. Exchange 199 


FACILITIES: Dry stge. 70,000sq ft. Cold stge. 
50,000 cu. ft. rick-concrete const. Floor load, 
450 lbs. ADT watchmen. Ins. rate, 39c. Siding 
on Ogden Union Ry.; cap. 9 cars; free switching. 
Sheltered motor platform. Merchandise and cold 
storage warehousing in all branches. 


Ogden, with 6 railroads and 17 truck lines, is 
the natural transportation and pool car distri- 


bution center of the Intermountain West Area. 


Warehouse Guide 
Is of Value 


‘The Warehouse Guide is of value to 
those who warehouse their products’ 
— Traffic Manager, Meat Packing Com- 


pany. 


SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 
Security Storage & Commission Co. 


Established 1905 Incorporated 1906 


H. L. Love %& 230-40S.4th W.St. 
Manager (Tel. Wasatch 6493-4) 


FACILITIES: Over 70,000 sq. ft. $4 warehouse. 
rick, heavy construction; sprink. sys., 5 a 
Watchmen inside and outside qestections Low insur- 
ance rate, 20c. Siding on D. & R. G. W. R. R. 
Free Switch. Cars on tracks. within building, also 
trucks in driveway, sheltered. Loading and unload- 
ing under cover. Space in other buildings or yards 
on lease basis. ners of real property. 
SERVICE: Bonded as requir More than 30 
years’ experience warehousing without a loss to any 
customer. Desk, office or display room for rent. 
Secretarial accommodations. Private parking lot for 
customers. Motor transport available. Freight 
terminal adjoining. Largest shipping area served. 
FEATURES: Specialize in handling of food prod- 
ucts, storing in transit; pool car distribution 
REPRESENTED BY: American Chain of Warehouses. 
ASSOCIATIONS: A.W.A.(Mdse.), Utah Whsmn. Assn. 


RICHMOND, VA. 
Brooks Transfer & Storage Co., Inc. 


Established 1878 


C. Fair Brooks * 1224 W. Broad Street 
Sec.-Treas. Telephone — 5-1731 


FACILITIES—(1) 1224 W. Broad St., fireproof; 
(2) North Blvd., slow burning; total floor space, 
80,000 eq. ft. Watchmen. Ins. rate, 42c. Sidings 
on R. F. & P.; cap. 13 cars; free switching. 

SERVICE FEATURES—Pool car dist. Motor 
freight line serving Va. & Eastern Seaboard cities. 
Container service. Space for lease. N.F.W.A.; So W.A. 
REPRESENTED BY—Brooks Transportation 
Co. in New York, Philadelphia, Lynchburg. 


ROANOKE, VA. 


Roanoke Public Warehouse 
Established 1926 


Clem D. Johnston 369 W. Salem Ave. 
Operating Executive (Telephone—6207) 
FACILITIES—Mdse. Stg. 47,000 sq. ft.; Cold stg. 
20,000 cu. ft. Brick-mill const. Sprinkler sys.; fire 
dept. connection; watchmen. Ins. rate 36c. Siding 
on Nor. & West.: cap. 7 cars. Free switching. 

Sheltered pd = om. cap. 35 trucks. 
SERVICE FEA ‘ool car dist. Space for 
lease. onl se whsing. & dist. ser. Operate Roa- 
noke Truck = Sapet serving 45 motor fgt. lines. 
REPRESE BY—Am. Chain of Whses.; Mayflower. 
ASSOCIATIONS—Am. W. A., So. W. ‘A. 


SEATTLE, WASH. 
Taylor Edwards Whse. & Transfer Co. 


Established 1910 Incorporated 


M. C. Taylor * 1518 First Ave. S. 
Vice-Pres. & Mgr. Tel. Main 3868 
FACILITIES: 2 units. (1) 57,876 ft. Slow- 
burning, brick & mill const. Sprink er, A.D.T. 
Ins. rate, 90%, 13c. (2) Mchy. and heavy equip- 
9g whse. 12,242 sq. ft., fireproof. Sidings on 
Pac. and Gt. North. free switch. Truck plats. 
SERVICE FEATURES: Bonded, U. S. Cust., Wash. 
State Liquor Control Bd. ‘ool car dist. Motor 
term. Cartage service, 25 trucks. Office space. 
REPRESENTED BY: Distribution Service, Inc. 
ASSOCIATIONS: A.W.A., Wash. State Whsemen’s Assn. 


TACOMA, WASH. 
Pacific Storage Warehouse & Distributing Co., Inc. 


Established 1907 
Matt Newell * 18th & Broadway 
President 


Tel.—Main 6191 
FACILITIES—30,000 sq. ft. Brick & mill const. 
Private watchmen. Siding on Nor. Pac. Ry., 
Capacity, 3 cars, free —— “ae Sheltered motor 
pakerns on Sapeaity, © 
SERVICE RES “Bonded: State; privately. 
Pool car dist.—shipments handled by rail, motor or 
water. Motor freight terminal—our own motor 
service in connection with warehouse. Space for 


jease—office and storage. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A. W. A. ; Wash. State W. A. 
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MILWAUKEE, WIS. 
Atlas Storage Co. 


Established 1927 Incorporated 


A. L. Fischer > D 710 W. Virginia St. 
General Manager Tel.—Daly 2680 
FACILITIES—4 units, all company owned. Siding 
on C. M. St. P. & P., one on joint ame, © M. St. P. 
& P. and C. & N. W. also. sen switching. Motor 
lat. Ins. rate 21.7c min. Water Dock: two houses 
ave docks, 454 ft., 22 ft. draft. 374 ft., 20 ft. draft. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded, U.S. Cust., State. 
Pool car dist. Motor freight terminal. Storage, 
office and manufacturing space for lease. 
REPRESENTED BY—Distribution Service, Inc. 
ASSOCIATIONS—A.W.A., Wisconsin W. A 


MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


* D . G. J. Hansen 
President 
Established 1904 Hanser 126 N. Jefferson St. 
(Tel.—Daly 5770) 


Incorporated 


+ say wi sie warehouses: 436,000 sq. ft. 

low burning, mill construction; Floor load, 150-600 
Ibs.; Sprink sys.; A. D. T.; > pe Ins. rate, 
20.7¢ min.) Raw f on C. & N. W.; cap., 50 cars. 
Water dock 840 ft.; fo hy! 22 ft. 
SERVICE FEATURES—Bonded: U. S. Customs; 
State. Pool car dist. Motor truck terminal. 
REPRESENTED BY—American Chain of Ware- 
houses and Interlake Terminals. 

New York:—Telephone Lexington 2-3371. 


MILWAUKEE, WIS. 
National Terminals Corp. 


Established 1929 Incorporated 


Willis Warren *D 954S. Water St. 
Manager (Tel. Mitchell 5645) 
FACILITIES: 80,000 sq. ft. Fireproof, concrete. 
atchmen. Ins. rate, 3lc. Siding on C. & N. W., 
65 cars. Motor plat., sap 20 trucks. Water dock, 
Length 1400 ft., draft 21 f 
SERVICE FEATURES: Bonded, U. S. Cust., State. 
Pool car distribution. Automobile handling. 
Motor terminal. Stevedoring. Direct boat 


service with Lake, Atlantic, European ports. 
MEMBER: A. W. A., Wis. W. A. 


MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


National Warehouse Corp. 
; 531 S. Water St. 


Fireproof, concrete- 
construction. 
Siding C. & N. W., 
20cars. State Bonded. 
Complete whsing. and 
distribution service. 
Sales Representative: 
Associated Warehouses, Inc. 
A Solid Block of 
Responsible 


Warehousing. 


Canadian Section 


The Canadian warehouses listed here have 
been subjected to the same careful in- 
vestigation that assures listing of only those 
warehouses that are known for their integ- 
rity. They merit your complete confidence. 


MONTREAL, CANADA 


St. Lawrence Warehouse, Inc. 


. Van Horne Ave. 
A. J. Sullivan, Mgr. 
(Tel. Crescent 1143) 
200,000 sq. ft. Fireproof 
sprinklered. Ins. rate 
loc. 8 car siding on 
Cc. P. Ry. Free switch. 
Services: Canadian 
Cust.Bonded. Poolcar 
dist.,cartageservice. Im- 
port & Export, Traffic & 
Customs Service. 
Sales: Frank J Tully, 251 W. 57th 
St, New York. Tel. Circle 7-3066. 











TD TI einen The Trafhe World 


THIS IS “MOVING DAY” 
FOR FACTORIES! | 





Wise tein leaders select VIRGINIA 


PLANT location in the rich area between 

Richmond, Va., and Washington, D. C., 
is ideal because fast freight reaches millions of 
consumers within 48 hours. 


Passenger trains reach half the population of 
the United States in less than 20 hours! 


However, many other reasons are vital and 
obvious: Here you find a plentiful supply of 
native labor, skilled and unskilled; happy, 
home-loving people. 

Here is found a mild climate which eliminates 
economic losses of severe winters; expensive 
buildings to withstand heavy snows; extra fuel 
costs, and the penalty of debilitating summers. 


Here is found an abundance of soft water 
. Many raw materials . . . plenty of steam 

and hydro-electric power at reasonable rates 
. a favorable tax policy. 


Here, also, is a place to live and enjoy life. 


If you are planning a “moving day” for your 
plant, we will welcome the opportunity to sup- 
ply you with all the facts regarding this ideal 
location, free from the usual generalities, and 
free from the usual salesmanship. 


Address: John B. Mordecai, Traffic Manager, 
Richmond, Va. 


RICHMOND, FREDERICKSBURG 
Pe com med W-Uae o-wa a dey .e 








UNITED STATES CUSTOMS 
BONDED WAREHOUSE No. 11 


ADEQUATE FACILITIES 
FOR STORAGE OF 
MERCHANDISE 
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INSPECT THESE WAREHOUSING FACILITIES 
WHEN YOU VISIT THE PACIFIC COAST 


They May Be Your Gateway to Opportunity 


® Before you start your western trip, start thinking about the ad- Firesafe buildings 
vantages of west coast distribution by means of Overland warehousing : ‘ 

ee area ; . : © Private switchtrack 
facilities. Consider both money and time savings in a service that 


parallels the functions of a branch house—except selling. Spacious cool rooms 
22 truck doors 
and fast reshipment promote business expansion and sales control. Display rooms and offices 


Then, after arrival, investigate this completely equipped, responsible 
service. 


Size up the opportunities in spotting stocks where reliable supervision 


Vacufume insect control plant 


Convenient to business district 


Inspect the warehouse tudy the servic pe rformance. Disc uss the Lowest imowrance rates 
methods and cost of warehousing and handling of your commodities. 


If you cannot visit the Pacific Coast soon, write us. We'll gladly assist Handy for rail and truck delivery 
in the formation of plans and submit quotations. Responsible management 


OVERLAND TERMINAL WAREHOUSE CO. 


1807 EAST OLYMPIC BOULEVARD LOS ANGELES SERVED BY THE UNION PACIFIC R.R. 


CROOKS TERMINAL WAREHOUSES, Luc. 


Chicago—433 W. Harrison St. New York Office—271 Madison Ave. Kansas City—1104 Union Ave. 








